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Well) the program as sach, as I can rseonatmci frcsn the 
files, was indicated as concern over conspiratorial efforts of cert^ 
groups, and a decision made that perhaps more affirmative actum 
wouM be taken to neutralize violence which was becoming of mon 
concern to the FBI in tliat regard. I believe these are some of the basic 
contidcrations that went into the launching of the COIXTELPRO. 

Now, as far as the first one, which was the Communist Party, of 
course, there was the concern here to neutralize the effectiveness of the 
C<mimunist Party in the United States. In fact, out of all of the 
COINTELPRO operations that were approved, 59 percent of them 
were directed at the Communist Party. The bulk of the concern ini- 
tially was with the Communist Party, and it was a desire to create fac- 
tionalism within tiie Communist Party and try to neutralize its efforts. 
The Communist Psrty — ingress itself still has a determinati<m on 
the record as to the threat of the Communist Party in a statute. The 
Supreme Court has held that the Communist Party is an instrument of 
the Soviet Union. The SoWet Union certainly has not re^quished 
its interest in the XTnited States as a target. All of these consideretions 
went into should we do something not only to follow the activities of 
the Communist Party, but should we destroy its effectiven^ in the 
United States. That was the first program, I believe, that was initiated. 

I^nator Tower. Now, did the Bureau ever seek direction and counsel 
from the Attorney General on any of its COINTELPRO efforts or 
specific programs! 

Mr. Adams. As best as I can reconstruct. Senator, there was no direct 
authority requested from any Attorney General for the initiation of 
these programs, and it is only a question, as your staff presented yester- 
day, that the Attorneys General, Presidents, Congress, had been made 
aware of certain asp^s of programs after the fact and those were 
primarily concerned with the Communist Party, and ofi one other 
organization but not the New Left and these other types. So I cannot 
find any evidence, and I have no reason to believe, that there would be 
any evidence that the Bureau initiated these programs other than as 
an internal decision. 

Senator Tower. TTere reports on these programs made to the Attor- 
ney General? Was he informed of them? Was he kept informed on a 
continuing basis ? 

Mr. Adams. He was kept informed by letters, which again the staff 
has alluded to, letters reporting certain developments. For instance, 
one of them that went to one Attorney General, reading of that letter 
outlined almost in complete detail Kian activities, activities taken to 
disrupt the Klan. It used terms of neutralize, disrupt. Tliere were a 
clear explanation of what we were doing against the Klan in that 
regard. 

Senator Towner. How is it that yon came to believe that you bad the 
authority to neutralize or disnipt these organizations rather than pro- 
ceed a'gainst them frontally throu^ prosecuting them for violations 

of the law ? 

Mr. Adams. I guess you would have to say, in a position like this, 
that it is Just the Smith Act of 1940, which is designed to prevent 
revolutionary groups from advocating the overthrow of the Govern- 
ment, and then subsequent interpretations as to the constitutionality 
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of it leaves os with a statute still on the books that proscribes certain 
actions^ but yet the decree of proof necessary to operate under the few 
remaining areas is such that there was no satisfactory way to proceed, 
and it was an area where 

The CBAiKstAN. Will the Senator yield at that point, please! What 


vou are saying, Mr. Adams, is that you did not operate within the 
law because the law didn't give you sufficient latitude. Therefore, you 


undertook direct action to disrupt and otherwise undermine these 
organizations. 

Senator Tower. Did you proceed on the assumption that these 
organizations would eventually break the law, and therefore you sought 
to neutralize and disrupt thembefore they did ? 

Mr. Adams. I can’t say that, sir. I think that the investigaticms of 
them were based on this belief, that they might break the law or they 
were breaking the law. The disruptive activities, I can’t find where 
we were able to relate to that. Wliat it boils down to is what we have 
gotten into a question on before: in our review of the situation we see 
men of the FBI recognizing or haWng a good>faith belief that there 
was immediate danger to the United States. 

Senator Tower. All right, but to repair to Senator Church’s question, 
you don’t say that you really had specific legal authority f 

Mr. Adams. No. And this is the hang-up with the whole program, and 
which we are not trying to justify, that there is some statutory basis. 
I would not make that effort whatsoever. All I’m trying to do is say 
that at the time it was initiated, we had men who felt that there was 
an immediate danger to the country. They felt they had a responsibility 
to act, and having felt this responsibility, did act. And this is the whole 
problem we have at the present time, b^ause we do have one, we can 
see^y>od evidence of their belief there was a threat. We had cities being 
burned ; we had educational institutions being bombed. We had deaths 
occurring from all of these activities. We had a situation that we didn’t 
know what the end was going to be. 

We never can look around the comer in intelligence operations. We 
don’t know if ultimately this might bring the destruction of the coun- 
try. All we know is we had an e.\tremely violent time. So I don’t find 
any basis in my mind to argue with their good-faith belief they were 
faced with a danger. 

Now, when they move over to the second area of responsibility, here 
is where we have the problem, and I think it is the whole purpo« of 
this committee, the Attorney General, Mr. Kelley, all of ns realizing 
we can’t operate in these areas where we feel responsibility, but we 
don’t have a mandate by Congress. So in that area, this feeling of 
responsibility I feel came from the fact that Presidents, as your staff 
said yesterday. Presidents. Congressmen, the Attorney General, no one 
really provided direction and guidance or instructions don’t do this, 
do thi«. don’t do that, or what arc you doing and how are you doing it. 

For instance, there is some feeling on the part of some that our whole 
domestic intelligence operations was secret. The COINTEDPRO 
operation was, I mean. I think we all agree that this was, to be effec- 
tive, they felt it should be 8M*ret But back in our — this is printed ap- 
propriation testimony which went to the members of the committee. It 
was mailed out to newspapers, frimds, anyone that was interested in it. 
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back in 1967 talking about Internal Security’s operations, the New 
liSft movement, Young Socialist Alliance, Cnicajgp trial, nation^de 
demonstrations, student agitation, antiwar activities, the Committee 
of Returned Volunteers, Communik Party, U^.A-, Progressive Party, 
Socialist Party, extras organizations, Black Panther ^aiiy. 

All of these items and statements about extremes, wMte extremists 
and hate'type groups, the Republic of New Africa, Minuteman, our 
coverage of subversive organizations— there are several groups, orga- 
nizations, and movements which I discussed showed the wide coverage 
we must maintain to follow on their activities and changing tactic 
and in spite of the proliferation of these organization^ our informwt 
coverage at all levels has been of great value and assistance, enabling 
us to keep abreast of our investigative responsibilities. This is the 
same way through all of our public appropriation testimony. We have 
told the world we are investi^ting black hate groups, New Left 
groups. So, I merely mention this to try to put in the frame of ref- 
erence of these men, feeling, they know we are investigating them. 
They didn’t tell them, though, in sufficient detail other than scantily 
before the Appropriations Committee, what we were doing to disrupt 
these activities, and my feeling is that the men recognized the danger, 
they pointed out the danger to the world. They said, we are investi- 
gating these organizations, and they felt then that the comfortable 
climate of leave it up to the FBI, we should do something more. And 
that is what we are looking for guidelines on, the Attorney General, 
Bdr. Kelley, you, to give us the guidelines under which we should 
operate. 

Now, there are certain guidelines that we don’t need to be given, 
we shouldn’t do this. We don’t have such activities today, programs 
designed to disrupt and neutralize in the don^stic intelligence field. 
But oeyond that, we need guidelines on what does the whole of Con- 
gress, representative of the people, by passing of legislation say this is 
the FBI’s role in domestic intelligence. 

Senator Tower. Mr. Chairman, my time has long since expired. 
But I would like to note that I saw Mr. Kelley on the "Today Show” 
this morning indicating strong support for a response to congres- 
sional oversight, and that is a healthy attitude. 

The CifAiR3tAN. Well, I tliink it must come because, as you have 
conceded, you shouldn’t have ever had to have had the guidelines 
that the Federal Government’s chief law enforcement agency ought 
not to disobey the law, and reallv. you don’t need explicit guidelines 
to tell you that, or yon shouldn’t. Wouldn’t you agree ? 

Mr. Adams. I would say that looking at it today, we should have 
looked at it that way yesterdav, but I do feel, I don’t have any doul^ 
about the gcK^ faith of people recognizing the danger, feeling they 
had a responsibility, no matter whose fault it was. our’s internally or 
bemuse we weren’t given the supervision we should have been given, 
ana taking what thev considered to be appropriate action. 

The CiiATRMAN*. Senator Hart. 

Senator Hart of Michigan. I should apologize both to witnesses 
and my colleagues on the committro for scrambling around loosely, 
but in explanation to the witnesses. I have not able to give atten- 
tion to the evolution of the files that are now at hand until the last 
couple of days, and I am not sure what is in the files for the public 
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record, and which of the materials I have been shown in the last couple 
of days are still under seal. & just out of memory I am going to sum* 
marize certain activities which have been aclwowlediged that the 
Bureau undertook^ but without being with respect to location 

and names. I do it for ^is reason: it is right that the committM 
and the press be worried about the treatment of a Kobel Prize win- 
ner, Dr. King; but tliere are an awful lot of people who never got 
cloM to a Kobel Prize whose names are Jones and Smith, that my 
review of the files show had violence done to their first amendment 
rights. Nobel Prize winners will always get protection, but Joe 
Potatoes do^’t. and the Committee should focus on him, too. 

Included in these COINTELPRO activities were, anonymous 
letter^ drafted by Bureau offices in the field, sent to headcmarten in 
Washington, approved, and then put in the mail, intended to break 
up marriages, not of Dr. King but of Mary and John Jones because 
one or the other was thought to be a dissenter, might have dfessed 
strangely or showed up at meetings in company of others who dressed 
strangely. Anonymous letters were sent to university officials and to 
the several newspapers in that city to prevent university facilities from 
being made available tb a speaker of whom the Bureau disapproved, 
and it was not a topflight, bigname speaker. 

In that case, an anonymous letter was sent to me making protest 
Being an anonymous letter, it never occurred to me that it came from 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation. The series of anonymous letters, 
one with the spelling very poor, the grammar sloppy, and another more 
sophisticated ; protesting the employment of a man by a city, alleging 
that he was a Communist or came from a Communist family, and 
there are loyal Americans out of work, what are you domg. mayor. 
And to the press, isn't this an outrage. And again the letter, the 
anonymous letter sent to me saying what are you going to do about this. 
There are loyal Democrats in this town who need work. And in that 
case I happened to have known the man about whom the protest was 
made, and the Bureau's facts were wrong as hell on that man’s 
loyalty. He was as loyal as you or I. Now, yes or no, are those actions 
regarded now by the Bureau as within bounds! 

Mr. Aoa3IS. No, sir. 

Senator Hart of Michigan. Why were they regarded as within 
bounds when thev were approved by the Bureau f 

Mr. Aoams. Well, I think even under the guidelines of COINTEL 
PRO, as established, the programs were not designed for the purpose 
of harassment of an individual. The memorandums indicate they were 
designed to disrupt the organizations. Some of the turndowns were 
turned do^ on this specific wording. This is mere harassment. 

The rationale would have been — and of course, here, I say some of 
these you mentioned wouldn't even appear to me to meet the criteria of 
Uie program and should have been disavowed. e\*en tinder the existence 
of the program. However, in the total context of the program, activities 
were to be directed toward the organization itself, but we do not 
do that at the present time. 

Senator Hart of Michigan. Yes. But everything I have summarized 
rather poorly, was approve<l by the Bureau at the time by headquarters, 
not by the field office agents. 
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Mr. Asahb. I do not think that there were improper actions taken 
under the program, even under the program as it existed. Mr. Kal)^ 
has so stated his recognition of that fa^ The Attormy General cer- 
tainly has. Yet the majoritv of the actions taken, even the I^partment 
ooncjuded were lawful ana legal, proper invesdgation activitiee, but 

Senator Hart of Michigan. You see, my feeling is that it isn’t a ques- 
tion of techniques that are bad. The concept of the program s^ms to 
do violence to the first amendment because everything you did sou^t 
to silence someone or threaten someone to silence, or deny someone a 
platform, or create an atmosphere in which people were in fact afraid 
to assemble. Now, sometimes law enforcement, legitimate law enforce- 
ment, has what we call this chilling effect, when H is legitimate law 
enforcement. Oftentimes that chilling effect is a necessary, though 
regretable, side effect. But what I am talking about, and what these 
^es are full of, are actions the only purpose of which is to chili. It 
isn’t in pursuit of any crime at all. IndeM. when a court of general 
jurisdiction approved the use of that university premise W ^ 
speaker, the Bureau had stirred so much controversy with its 
anonymous letters, when that judge wrote an order, after the sponsor- 
ing group went to court, what was the Bureau's reaction from head- 
quarters? Investigate the judge. 

Mr. Adams. I’m not familiar with that fact 

^nator Hart of Michigan. Well, neither was I until last night. 

Mr. Adams. The instruction was to investigate the judge I 

Senator Hart of Michigan. This is the son of thing that I came out 
of the hospital to find, and it is the sort of thing, as i said yesterday, 
that my children have been telling me for Tears you were busy doing, 
and I simply didn’t believe them. And they were right and I was 
wrong. 

Mr. Adams. Well, there were about ac tiviti es, and about 2300 1 
believe or so were approved under the COINTELPRO, and over 58 
percent were address^ to the Communist Party. That leaves 1,000. 
And out of 1,000, perhaps, I don’t know what the actual figure was 
of ones that just clearly stand out as improprietous under the pro- 
gram, even as it existed at the time, but I do feel that — well, it is a 
very difficult area. 

Senator Hart of Michigan. My time is up, too, I am sure, but 
regarding the Communist Party, if your theory continues to be that 
any soci^ly active group of citizens who organize, whether women's 
libbers or fight the bomb or anything else, might be a target for 
infiltration by the Communist ?arty and therefore you can move 
in your agents. That means, almost not as an overstatement, th^ any 
and every citizen’s activity could be made the target of the kind of 
activity that I have j»ist (described, because every individual is apt. 
during his lifetime, to engage in violence. If that is justification, then 
you are justified in nmning surveillance on everybody. 

Mr. Adams. Well, that was not 

Swator Hart of Michigan. Everybody has that privilege, and that 
clearly is a police-state concept. 

Mr. Adams. That is not our criteria. 

Senator Hart of Michigan. AU ri^t, but if the criteria is three or 
four of us get together and we have a sort of nutty idea, just the 
kind of thing the Communists would like to exploit, and therefore you 







seek to justify shutting off the forum for that jnx)up or to survey it, 
the potential for Communist infiltnition, then, if that continues to be 
your theory, then I say you are going to pursue the same wretdied 
road that these files show you have b^n pursuing before. If that is 
the predicate, the fact that a Soviet or Marxist or Maoist Hottentot is 
liable to think there is an idea ^at we can exploit, then you people are 
going to be spending how many man-hours, how many tax dollars 


doing the kind of things that I summarized so briefly here! That, in 
my book, is the 20th centuiw version of what the Founding Fathers 
intended to prevent when tney wrote the first amendment. Is it the 


position of the Bureau when a Communist participates, associates with, 
and promotes an idea, that this justifies you trying to figure out if 
you can bust up a marriage if two of the people are in ^e group I 
Mr. Adams. It does not, and it is not our criteria; no, sir. 

Senator Hart of Michigan. What does it justify t 

Mr. Adams It justifies our doing nothing in the way of COIN 
TELPRO activities. I still feel it has a justification, thsl you agree 
with, to investigate the Communist Party. It is when you get into 
the disruptive areas, where the program does Iwyond investigation, 
that we have no statutory authority. 

Senator Hart of Alicliigan. Well, we have been emphasizing 
COINTELPRO. Would it justify tailing these people! 

Mr. Adams. What, just a 

Senator Hart of Michigan. Or putting an informant into the group t 

Mr. Adams. If it is a Communist group! 

Senator Hart of Michigan. No, if it'S me and somebody else that 
thinks we oughtn't to have something that a majority of people think 
we should. We organize and you people say, *^ell, there is something 
the Communists can take and run with.” 

Mr. Adams. No, sir. 

Senator Hart of Michigan. Does that justify a surveillance of them! 

Mr. Adams. It does not, and we would not. Before we would even 
open a preliminary inquiry, we should have an indication that the 
Communist Party has attempted to infiltrate or is infiltrating. In 
other words, where you have some evidence of a subversive group 
participating in the functions of that organization, and there are grey 
areas here, in the spectrum of anj'thing where I am sure we have opened 
investigations where we should not because there has been scant evi- 
dence of such infiltration. And this is a supervisory problem. It is a 
criteria problem. And it is also an oversight problem which we are 
responding to. 

^nator Hart of ^fichigan. My time is up and I haven’t gotten into 
some of the other material. 

The CiunniA5. Well. Senator, you have not been with us 

Senator Hart of Michigan. No, no, I just 

The Ghairmax. If you want more time, you have a lot of time stored 
up. If *you want to use it now. go right ahead. 

Senator Hart of Michigan. Well, let me ask the justification for 
this sort of business. I have h^ talking about the things I have seen* 
in the files that bear on direct denial of first amendment rights, and 
again, this does not deal with the treatment of a distinguished Ameri- 
can. Indeed, it involves groups tiiat are generally viewed wi^ very 
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sharp disapproval. The ^tind rales for the treatment should he 
precisely the same, whether he is a good, popular guy, or a dirty, 
smelly guy. What was the purpose of the Bureau in tryi^ to stir up 
strife— perhaps I shouldn't say what was the purpose — ^wnat possible 
justification for the Bureau trying to sic the Black Panthers on that 
outfit out in California, or between the Black Panthers and the Black- 
8t<Hie Bangers in Chicago ? Was it with the hope tiiat by fomenring it 
they would kill each other off I 

Mr. Asaks. Absolutely nc^ and I think the committee staff can 
inform you that during their review of all of these matters they 
haren^t come with one instance of violence resulting from any of 
these actions. In that particular cue there was a conrununication in 
the same file, which I believe the staff had access to, which showed that 
we did get information that one of these groups was going to put out a 
contract on one of the others, and we notified the police and the indi- 
vidual of the fact that their life was in danger. None of our programs 
have contemplated violence, and the instructions prohibits it, and 
the record of turndowns of recCHunended actions in some instances 
specifically say that we do not approve this action because if we take it, 
it could result in harm to the individual. So, I think this is one 
charge — and the ^aff did not make such a charge, I might add, when 
they presented the picture — but I think any inference that we were 
trymgto result in violence is wrong. 

Senator Hart of ^lichigan. Let me explain for the record why 1 
reached the conclusion I did. 

Mr. Adams. Tlie wording of that memorandum 

Senator Hast of Michigan. And why I continue to hold to that 
conclusion. 

On January 30, 1969, the Bunau headquarters in Washington 
approved sending an anonymous letter to the leader of the Blackstone 
Bangers, Jeff Fort, which indicated that the Black Panthers had put 
a contract out on his life as a result of conflicts between the two 
organizations [exhibit 28 *1. Now, you say that was to warn him. 
I ask, wasn't the principal purpose of the letter to encourage the 
Bangers to shoot some or all of the leadership of the Panthers! 
Otherwise, what does this quote mean, and I will read it. It is from 
a memorandum from the Chicago office of the FBI asking approval 
to undertake this. Here is the way it reads: “It is believed that the 
above” this anonymous tip that a contract is out on you. “It is believed 
that the above may intensify the degree of animosity between the 
two groups and occasion Fort to take retaliatory actions which could 
disrupt the BBP,” the Black Panthers “or lead to reprisals against 
its leadership. Consideration has been given to a similar letter to the 
Panthere alleging a Banger plot against Panther leadership. How- 
ever, it is not felt that this will be praductive, principally because the 
Panthers at present is not believed as violence prone at the Rangers, 

to whom violent tyiie activity, shooting and the like, are second 

nature.” [Exhibit 20.*] 

Now, how can you reach any conclusion other than a purpose was to 
generate the kind of f rictimi that would induce the killing 
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[ Mr. Asaxs. Welly if that pnipow was for that rather than generat- 

\ ing factionalism, disagreements, disrupting it, it would be contrair to- 

' the communication I referred to in the other file, the Black Pantners 

▼anus Ellis, where we notified the police of the contract, we notified 
> j the individuals of the contract and took every action at our command 

to prevent direct violence, and also the fact that the files showed that 
i we turned down these situations where violence was involved. 

I Suiator Hart of Michigan. Well, we ha^ differing views with re> 

» n>ect to motives and the purpose of the Panther situtaion in Chicago. 

* I still do not understand why we sought to set the Panthers and this 

ns group in California against each other as they were. Also, I don^ 
toow whether it is in the record, open or not, what purpose other than 
to occasion violence moved the Bureau to approve of forged signa- 
tures of Communist Party personnel on letters addressed to Mafia- 
owned businesses attacking the employment practices of those busi- 
nesses! Why would the Bureau think there was any value to be served 
in concocting a forged letter? Let us assume Phil Hart is a local Com- 
munist in this city. The Bureau forges Phil Hait^s name to a racket- 
owned business, notorious for using muscle, protesting Uiat fellow^s 
business practices. Certainly it was not int^ded to improve the em- 
ployment practices. 

^r. Adams. I think if the full communication were available, it did 
show a purpo^ unrelated to violence. I don’t recall the exact wordmg 
now, but I think it was to create a l ack of support or something lin 
that This was part of that HOODWINK program. I be lieve, that 
wM one of four actions that were involved in HOODWINK, and I 
think there have been some public descriptions of that program that 
indicate that it was not the greatest thing coming down the pike. 

Senator Habt of Michigan. Well, that is the sort of thing I found 
that persuaded me to say very openly that I do not buy the idea that 
the American people ultimately are responsible for that kind of non- 
sense because I am certain that virtually every family in the country 
would have screamed in protest no matter how much they disliked 
Dr. King or the Panthers or the Communists. 

Mr. Adams. Sir 

Senator Hart of Michigan. If they had known that tax money and 
Federal personnel were busy around the country, notwithstanding 
bank robberies tliat were going on at the same time, pounding out that 
kind of correspondence and inciting that kind of confiict and curbing 
I speech. 

' Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chahocait. Thank you very much. Senator Hart. 

Senator Mondale is next. 

Senator Mondale. Mr. Adams, I realize that you were not a part of 
this particular event. But being an experienced FBI hand, I wonder if 
you could help us understand the psychology that led to this kind of 
memorandum. 

Mr. Adams. I feel it coming, but go ahead. 

Senator Moxn.ii^.. This is a mrinorandum to tlie Director. It has 
been referred to before. It calls for removing King from his pedestal 
and replacing him bx someone else. The memo is dated January 8, 
1964, and was written a week following the time that King was named 
man of the year by Time Magazine. [Sm footnote p. 81.] 
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Thin memo, as vou know, received the following^ comment from Ml^. 
Hoover : am glad to see tliat light, though it lias been delay^, has 

come to the ^mestic Intelligence Division,” and so on. I would just 

a uote part of the language and m^be you can help us understand 
be psychology that led to it The fiist part of memo says : “We 
^ have got to remove King ^m his pedestal.” Then it says : 

The Necroee wiU be left wiUumt a national leader of raflclentlr MpeUins 
penwiaUtr to steer It in a proper Erection. This Is what could happen but need 
not heiven If the rii^t kind of natiimal negro leader conld at tbla time be sradn- 
allr developed so sa to overthrow Dr. King and be In the position to aarame the 
role of leadership of the Negro people when King hu been completely die- 
credited. 

for eome months I have been thinking about this matter. One day I had an 
opportunity to explore from a philosophical and soctologleal standpoint with 
X [the name of the leader] whom 1 hare known for some yean. As I prerionsly 
reported, he la a very able fellow and one mi i^om I can rrty. I asked him to 
fire the matter some attention, and if he knew any Negro of ontatasdlng Int^- 
eence or abilltT. let me know and we would bare a dlscnssion. 

' He has aobmltted to me the name of the abore>named person. Enclosed with 
this mmnorandnm la an outline of X’a biography, whldi Is truly remarkable. In 
eeaoTii ng this btograidiy, it will Iw seen that X doea hare all of the quallflcatloaa 
I of the kind of a Negro I hare In mind to adranee to positions ot national 

I leadership 

I And skipping: 

Z want to make it clear at once that I don*t propose that the TBI in any way 
become Inrolred openly as the sponsor of a Negro leader to orershadow Martin 
Luther King. If this thing can be set up properly without the Bureau In any way 
becoming directly inrolred. I think It would be not only a great help to the FBI. 
but would be a fine thing for the country at large. 

While I’m not si^lfjing at this moment, there are rarlona^ways in whi^tte 
s'lsZ could gire this entire mstter the proper directira and uerelopiuwt. There 
are bl^Iy i^ced contacts at the FBI who it mlt^t be reir helpful to further such 
' a This can be discussed at a later date when I hare pitrtwd more fuUy Into 

the possibilities and this recommendation la that appro^ be given for me to 
esi^re the whole matter as set forth above. 

And to that Mr. Hoover says : 

rm glad to see the light has finally come. I hare struggled for months to get 
over the fact that the communists were taking over the racial movements but 
our expats here couldn't or wouldn't see it 
How I think you testified earlier that you do not accept this as 
proper FBI activity, but can you help us understand how at one pomt 
in American history someone thougnt it was prt^er, apparently in* 
duding the Director! 

Mr. Adams. I would have to say for one thing that this ^ts into the 
red motive of the discrediting of Martin Luther King, which I d<m’t 
feel can be fully explored. I think that the people most directly in- 
volved in that are not available, because I don't Icmw from my experi- 
ence what they had in mind in this regard. I have nO doubt fFGiu t^S 

memorandum and other memorandums that the two individuals in- 

volved felt very strongly that Martin Luther King was a threat to the 
success of the Negro movement and that steps should be taken to get 
him out of that — what the reason for it was or the motivation, I am 
just not in a position to say. I do say it is improper to inject yourself 
into that type of activity, hut I donT know r^t the real motive wa& 
Senator Mondals. Dr. King was investigded, as I think you tefiti* 
fied earlier, because of f^rs of Communist influaice upon him! 

Mr. Abamb. Yes. 
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Senator Mokdaix. Is that a proper basis for investigating Dr. King 
oranjoneelsel 

Mr. Adams. It is, where you have information indicating that the 


Communist Party is and has made efforts to try to influence an in- 
dividual I would say that that would normally be considered within 
the current criteria. 

Senator Moxdaxje. You would consider that to be a valid basis for 
investinting today ! 

Mr. Adams. The movement itself, but not the individuaL 

Senator Moxdale. How do you investigate a movement without in- 
vestigating individuals? 

Mr. Adams. You do get into a gray area. The main thing would be 
if we had an organization today that we saw the Communist Party 
gravitating to, trying to work in positions of leadership, we would be 
interested in opening an in\-estigation on Communist inflJtration of 
that organization to see if it was affecting it. 

Senator ^Ioxdale. All right, now let's go back specifically. I gather 
there never was any question raised about whether Dr. King was a 
Communist That was never charged. 

Mr. Adams. Xot as a Communist Party member, no, sir. 

Senator Mondalb. That^s right Or tMt he was about to commit, or 
had committed acts of violence! 

Mr. Adams. Xo. 

Senator Moxdaix. But the reason for investigating him apparently 
was that he was subject to Communist influence. Now what makes that 
a justified reason for investigating him ? Is it a crime to be approached 
by someone who is a Communist I 

Mr. Adams. Xo. 

Senator Moxdale. What is the legal basis for that investigation! 

Mr. Adams. The basis would be the Communist influence on him and 
the effect it would have on the organization. It would be in connection 
with our basic investigation of the Communist Par^. 

Senator Mondale. Well, as I understand the law to read, it is not a 
crime to be a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Adams. That is correct. 

Senator Mondale. How can it be a crime to know someone who is a 
member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Adams. It is not. 

Senator Mondale. How do you investigate something as tenuous as 
that f What is the basis for it legally f 

Mr. Adams. Well, it falls into the area of, one, the intelligence juris- 
diction of the activities of the Communist Party to have a situation 
where an individual in an organization, a leader of an organizatiem, 
efforts are being made to influence him and to achieve control over the 
organization, and it is part of the overall investigation of the party 
trying to exert this influence as to are they successful, are they taking 
over the black movement or the civil rights movement. It is just Vila 
we tried to make clear in investigations that were more prevalent years 
ago but still occur on the Communist influence in lamr unions. We 
tried to tell every body wc interview we are not interested in labor mat- 
ters. We are not trying to inquire into that. We are interested in the 
effect of tlie Communist Party on this unkm. 
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thought to exist in the FBI to inv'estigate internal security matten! 

Mr. Adaub. It would fall also in the Presidential directives of in- 
vertigatingsubversive activities. 

Senator Mondalb. Then the question would return to what authorit]^ 
the President had. 

Mr. Adams. That’s right. 

Senator Moxdauc. Now Dr. King was investigated, amemg other 
things, for matters of, I think yon call it delicacy. Would that be a 


basis for in vestinting an American citizen by the FBI f 
Mr. Adams. 


Mr. Adams. No. 

Senator Moxoalk. Would you say then that those investigations 
were improper! 

Mr. Adams, I don't believe that there is an allegation that we investi- 
gated him for that. I think there were certain by-products of informa- 
tion that developed and I think at a point you had a situation where 
the tail was wagging the dog, perhaps, but I don’t ^ any basis for 
such investigation. And I Bnd it very difficult to get into a discussion 


of this in view of the prohibitions that I think- 

Senator Mondalb. i ou answered my question. That by itself would 
not be a basis for investigation. 

Mr. Adams. No, sir. 

Senator Mondale. Would you agree with me., Mr. Adams, that this 
area of the assignment that the FBI had been tasked, which they 
thought they possessed or could use to investigate Americans: is an 
exceedingly vague, difficult, if not impossible, area to define? It is not 
an area where there were allegations of crime or suspicion that enmes 
were about to be committed, or that violence was about to be committed, 
but rather this whole generalized area, to inve^ftigate Americans in 
terms of ideas that they have or might be persuaded to have, ideas 


that might hold ^ential for danger to this country. This vague area 
has got the FBI into an awful lot of trouble, including today’s 
heanngs. 

Mr. Adams. Yes, sir. 

Senator Mondalb. And because of that, there is a very important 
need to sit down and redefine the guidelines, and have those g\udelines 
known specifically by all, so that the FBI can know precisely what 
it can do and what it cannot do. 

Mr. Adams. I think this is why the country is fortunate in this 
particular time to have an Attorney General who is a legal scholar and 
a lawyer of unquestioned repute who has indicated a willingness to 
address these problems, which, as Uie staff has determined, was not 
always the case over the years. But we have an Attorney General, we 
have a Director, who has offered his complette cooperation, just as 
he has to the committee in Uiis inquiry, that we are not trying to avoid 
embarrassment. The only thing we are tiying to hold back are identi- 
ties of informants and sensitive, ongoing operations that we have, a 
concern on the part of Congress that not only i-ecognizes there 
have been abuses, but recognizes that there still always has to be some 
degree of flexibility. 
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We are going to have situaltiona where yoa have a “W^therman’* 
woi^ng for the waterworks, and in college he was a scientific student, 
and he makes a comment to a fellow employe that there is going to 
be 8(Hno 8pect«»i1ar event that is going to bring the attention of the 
world on ^is city. 

Senator ^Iovoalb. Woaldn^ you have probable ean» then to inveo* 
tigate the commission of a crime 1 

Mr. Adams. We might have to investigate, but to disrupt, we have 
the authority to tell the supervisor of the waterworio, you had better 
get him out of there before the city water U poisoned and 100,000 people 
die, and I think the committee is going to find the same problems we 
do in coping with that situation, and even the Attomev General in 
his speech in Ottawa pointed o\it that there is still possibly a necessity 
for some flexibility to take appropriate action under extreme condi' 
tions. But it should be controlled. It is like Mr. Kelley says, go to 
the Attorney General, explore the legal issues, lay the problem up 
there. It should not be handled internally in the FBI. 

Senator ^Iojtoale. But do you also agree that the Congress ouj^t to 
redefine the rules legislativelv I 

Mr. Adahs. Yes ; because tlie problem I have with it is we talk about 
oversight, and Mr. Kelley and the Attorney General and I believe 
this committee agre^ that we shoiild have joint oversight which would 
avoid the proliferation of hearings and the sensitive knowledge among 
triBiiy people which always poses the risk of an inadvertent leak of 
information. But yet even with oversight, under the plan you dis- 
cus.sed yesterday, or sonie of the obsen ations that were disaissed yes- 
terday, having people, conservative, liberal, black, and the other quali- 
fications you put in. can a committee speak for the will of Congress! 
At one time we had Congref«men making speeches all over the country, 
if we don’t stop these bombings, if somebody doesn’t do something 
about it this country- is in trouble. Is that the will of Congress? 

Until it is embodied in legislation where the whole will of Congress 
is expressed, we are going to have problems. 

Swator Mondale. 1 am glad to hear that, because there is a wi^ 
Congress speaks. It is not through the buddy ^*stem or a person, it 
speaJu through the law. 

Mr. Adams. That’s right. 

Senator Mondale. And now for the first time we have this whole 
issue; it is not denied by the FBI. The elements are known. What I 
hear you saying is that you would like the Congress now to define, 
and redefine specifically and carefully, what it is we expect the FBI 
to do, and what it is ae wish to prevent the FBI and will prohibit the 
FBI from doing. 

Mr. Adams. Right What is our role in society ! After World War II. 
if you’ll remember, a congressional committee met and raised all sorts 
of storm over the fact that there was not enough in the way of intelli- 
gence investigations. Xever again should it happen in the United 
States that we bo caught with our pants down. After the Kennedy 
assassination, if you recall, the FBI was properly criticized for hav- 
ing too restrictive dissi'inination policies in connection with Secret 
Service because they depend upon ns for the intelligence necessary to 
provide protection for tne President against extremist groups. We did 
that, but just before the recent incidents in California, there was going 



to be oommittee concern, not tbia committee, over has there been too 
much dissemination. 

So the FBI Is in the portion of, at different times in onr histoir, 
being damned for doing too much and damned for doing too litt^ 
And it is because of reacting to what we try to judge is what they want 
us to do, and this is what we are not in a position to do. We need ^e 
will of Congress expressed in some definitive measure, yet providing 
the latitude, because as vou have seen frmn these problems, there are 
many that there are no black and white answers to. There have to be 
occasions where, when yon are confronted with an extreme emergency, 
someone can act, and I don't think you or anyone else wants to ue the 
hands of law enforcement when today we have over 10 million serious 
crimes in the United States. We have 1 milli(m crimes a year involving 
violence, and there has to be a capability to react. But we need to know 
in better terms what is oar role in this, eq^eclally in domestic 
intelUgenoa. 

Senator Mondai^ Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

&nator Toweb [presiding], ^nator Schweiker. 

Senator Schweiker. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Adams, in 1066 
a letter written by the Bureau to Marvin Watson, Special Assistant 
to the President at the White House, and the gist of this letter wa^ 
in reference to request, and I want to miuce it clear it was his 
request, not the Bureau^s, authors of books that were critical of the 
Warren Commission report on the assassination of President Ken- 
ned]r, were requested to file any pertinent personal data information, 
dossiers, et cetera, on seven individuals whose names I will not discuss. 

Do you have any knowledge as to why the White House requested 
this kmd of material on the Warren Commission critics ? 

Mr. Adahb. I don^t recall. I am familiar with the material. I did 
review it some time ago when we were testifying before the House 
Committee in February, but I don't recall tliat I saw in there any 
specific motivation on the part of the White House group requesting 
this information. 

I^nator Schweiker. Now, in the same letter it also says a copy of 
this communication has not been sent to the Acting Attorney General. 

Mr. Adams. Yes. 

Senator Schweiker. Number one, is that a normal procedure, when 


you get reouests of this kind that the Acting Attorney General is by- 
passed, ana why was the Attorney ^neral bypassed in this instance? 
Mr. Adams. This is not a normal procedure. It is not the procedure 


followed today. There was a period of time where, at the President's 
directions, Mr. Hoover reported more directly to him in certain areas, 
and it was apparently a feeling that he did not want the Attorney 
General to know certain things. 

Senator Schweiker. One of the dossiers specifically included photo- 
graphs of sexual activities. 

. Mr. Adams. Yes, sir. 

Senator Schweiker. And my question is. how is that relevant to 
being a critic of the Warren Commission? What standard do we use 
when we just pass photograplis of sexual activities to the White 
House? Is this a normal proceeding when a dossier is requested? Is 
this normally included, or did they specifically request photographs 
of this kind, or what light can you sl^ on this ! 




Mr. Adams. I can't shed much. I know they requested information 
on him. I think there was other material concerning that individual of 
a security nature that was included. Why the information in that re* 
spect was submitted I am unable to answer. I do know at the time 
there was a lot of concern Mlowii^ the Warren CommisaiOT report 
Had all the answers been erolored ? Was the Soviet Union involv^t 
Was Cuba involved ? And who were the critics who now are attacking 
thisf But I have seen nothing which would explain the rationale for 
requesting the material. 

Senator Sghwxiker. I think what concerns the committee is, that 
whenever you get to the nitty-gritty of investigations — and it doesn't 
relate to the Warren Commissi<», I will leave that alone-— we 
get back to something like a photograph or a tape record!^ or some 
ikter referring to some kind of human wealmess or failing that is 
really very irrelevant to the investigati<Mi^ is sandwiched in here. 
It se^ns to me that it was a tactic. This just happens to be the 
Warren Commission I singled out, but it wts a tactic that was us^ 
rather frequently as a lever, or for reasons which I am trying to dis- 
cover, as an instrument of investiiretive policy. Would you differ with 
that or dispute that? What rationale would you ure? Do we use 
sexual activities as a standard criterion for investigationa t 

Mr. Adams. We do not use sexual activities as s criterion, but during 

the course of our investigation — we did have an investigation on that 
individual at one time — and during the course of the investigation, 
in checking the records of a local police department or a district 
attorney's office, they had conducted an investigation for a criminal 
act involving these photographs, and they made that available to us. 
So it went into our files. Xow, the request of the President, he is the 
Chief Executive of the United States. He in effect has custody of 
everything. There are problems involved when the man who is in 
charge of everything requests information. I would like to add, how- 
ever, that following the cleansing effect of Watergate that I dont 
know of any such requests coming over to the FBI anymore. There is 
a direct line between the Attorney General and the Director, and the 
Director certainly recognizes that in a case of extreme disagreement 
he would have the alternative to tell the Attorney General, I need to 
go directly to the President, or feel I should, but we do not have this 
line of communication at the present time. 

Senator ScmmKxn. It seems that if they had just listed what 
was alleged in the other investigation, that certainly would have 
sufficed for whatever purpose. But it seems to me that when you 
enclose living photographs, you are really attempting to discredit 
those critics. What other purpose would a photograph of this nature 
hsve, other than to discredit critics? 

Mr. Adams. I can't answer that. 

Senator Schwttkcr. One area that I think this gets into, which we 
renllv touched in the assassination probe Mr. .\dams, is where 
the Bureau stops when they get' some of these- requests. Tou touched ' 
on it a moment ago. The President a«ked for something. I don't 
know in this ease whether or not. the President asked to see photo- 
granhs of this nature, but the point is. nobody said no and he got them. 
So the question is. where do yon see the Bureau's responsibility, and 
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Senator SbHwiaxzR. It sMins to me tliat the problems in the pert 
have arisen, in not having clearly defined sUnfurda. 1 think tins i» 
the cmx of it. 

Mr. Adams. That is true. 

Senator Schweixjer. That^s all I have, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Tower. Mr. Adams, what nse does the Bureau presently 
make of its intelligence informants, and have they ever been used as 
provocateurs or as magnets for action! 

Mr. Adams.' No. sir. 

Well, you asked two questions. 

Senator Towql Yes. 

Mr. Adams. Let me take the last one first, provocateun. Our policy 
has not^r our policy has been to discourage any activities which 
in any way might involve an informant doing something that an agrat 
cannot do, which would be in the area of being a provocateur, which 
basically is entrapment. And we have had some allegations of entrap* 
ment come up. 'IVe feel we have satisfactorily answered them. This is s 
very technical legal field which boils down, of course, to the fact that 
if a person is willing to do something, and the Government merely 
provides the opportunity, that is not legally entrapment So if a 
person comes to us and says, “I have been asked to participate in a 
break-in of a Federal building, I would like to help you,” then the law 
basically would indicate we Imve the authority to continue to let him 
operate. The question comes up if he assumes the whole direction 
and causes people to do something which they would not otherwise have 
done. That is the entrapment issue. So we are very alert to this. We 
have instructions, clear guidelines, instructions to our field offices 
that they are not to use an informant for anything that, an agent 
cannot legally do. I don't say there havenH b^n some mistakes in 
that regard, but I don't know of any at the present time 

Senator Tower. Senator Huddleston! 

Senator Huddlesto?t. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

First, I think to keep this activity in proper perspective, it might 
be well to remember that even though a great deal of the testimony 
and the questioning has been relating to the question of Dr. King, this 
is by no means an isolated situation. Dr. King^s case is ind^ a 
classic example, utiliT'ing all of the various techniques of the Bureau, 
both in intelligence gathering, and action against an individual in 
order to discredit him or embarrass him, and indeed destroy him. But 
the record is replete, and indeed, here is an entire sheaf of similar 
targets who are certainly not as well known. Some of them are high 
school students, some of them are high school teachers, college students, 
college teachers, broadcasters and journalists, people whose names 
would be almost totally unfamiliar to the vast majority of Americans. 
So (he activity was not confined to those that are immediately rec- 
ognizable public figures. 

I want to just proceed along the question of informants that Senator 
Tower j^ ralsM 'for just a ihoment or two. You say that your in*- 
formants are not expected to do anything that an’ agent himself could 
not do. In the gatlicring of information do you have any safeguard 
at all, any rule os to how the informant proceeds in order to ^ther 
tho information you are looking for! 

Mr. Adams. Only that he proceed through legal means. 

Senator Hcddle-vtoic. Is that specifically statra to him when he is 
employed! 
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Hr. Asaks. Yes, sir. 

Senstor Hcddlcstoit. Are most informers paid on the basis of i 
regular fee or r^ular salarjr, or are they paid on the basis of the in- 
formation they gather! 

Mr. Adams. Even those who are paid on what you could say a sala^ 
that salary is determined on a COD basis as to the value of .the in 
formation furnished. In other words, in a criminal case for instance 
^ou could have a person come in and mve you the identity of thro 
mdividuals who just robbed a bank. You mi^t pay him a lum| 
sum amount, and never go back to him. In the secunty held when 
informants do .finally manage to wo^ into a revolutionary typi 
organization, their continued activities on our behalf do aet up mon 
of a pit^ram for payment. 

Senator Huddlestok. If information that may be supplied to yoi 
happens to be of a sensational nature or of a surprising nature, d< 
you ever question the informer on how he obtains it! . 
i Mr. Adams. I am sure this takes place. In any handling of an in 

I formant ov^ a sustained period of time, you do nave a rapport whicl 

I they don't ]ust come in and say Joe Blow said this, Joe Blow did that 

I There is a conversation that goes through, which I feel certain would 

I if it looked like he had something that came from some imprope 

I source, I think the agent would say, “Where did you get this!” 

Senator Huddlestok. If you found it had been taken improperl; 
or if some improper action had been taken, would it be put in th 
files! 

Mr. Adams. If he violated the law, we would have an open investiga 
tion if it were within our jurisdiction. 

Senator HmoLEsrox. Now the Bureau disseminates this informatio 
on individuals that is collected in various ways. How many othe 
agencies can request, for instance, an individual check that woul 

r^ult in your supplying to it information from these personal intelli 
j genoe ^es! 

Mr. Adams. Every agent in the Federal Government imder the en 
ployee security program has an obligation to check with the FBI 
doing name check search of our files to see if there is any subversivi 
i derogatory information which might militate against appointing ths 

j individual to a Federal position. 

. Senator Huddleston. Do you take any precautions as to how the 

will use that information once it is supplied to them by your agents 
I Mr. Adams. All we do is indicate to them on the repoit that it is tli 

I property of the FBI and is not to be disseminated outside ^eir agenc; 

r Senator Huddleston. You ha^ no way of knowing whether < 

not indeed it is! 

Mr. Adams. No, sir, we do not 

Senator Hudoieston. What internal precautions do you have again 
the Bureau itself misusing information that it gains from othi 
ugencies! 

Mr. Adams. Strong prohibitions. First, we don’t allow access i 
files except on a need-to-know basis. Any employee of the FBI knoi 
that if he improperly divulges information or leaks information oi 
of the files, he will be subject to administrative action. We had 
case where an agent ot^ined an identification record and made it oi 
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improMrlT, and 1 think that agent was aerated from the rolls. Bat 
we had asked, and of course we share in CIA’e truest to this extrat, 


that there be a criminal penalty attached to misuse of information 
and leaking it or making it available outside of an agency. This is 
another issue before Congress. i 

Senator Hum>uston. There is also an instance that the committee 
has evidence of, where the Bureau at least proposed takii^ infonpa- 
tion gained from the Internal Revenue Service and drafting a letter, 
a fraudulent letter, over a forged signature of a civil rights leader, 
mailing it to the contributors of that organization indicating that there 
was some tax problem and hoping to discourage further oontribu^ 
tions. Did this in fact happen, to your knowledge ! 

Mr. Anaics. 1 am not familiar with that case. I can eaaly say it 
would not be proper. 

Senator Huddlestok. But you don’t know whether it happened or 
whether the act was carried out I 
Mr. Anajcs. I do not know. ^ 

Senator Hitix>leston. Mr. Adams, getting on to another subje^ 
one of the technigues used very frequently by the Bureau in its 
attempt to discredit individuab was to utilize the press. It was cus- 
tomary to send anonymous letters on many occasions to editors, bro^- 


casters, commentators, and columnists around the countiw containing 
information, or suggeking information, about an individual that the 


Bureau wanted to discredit in some way. There b also some evidence 
that the Bureau utilized within the press itself, on a regular contact 
basis, certain columnists or broadcasters for the purpose of disseminat- 
ing information that the' FBI wanted to get out about individuals. 


How extensively was thb utilized f 
Mr. Adahs. 1 don’t believe it was very extensive. In fact, I think 
there were probably very few incidents where untrue information 
was put out. That is my recollection. On disseminating public source 
information there were a number of instances of that which b still 
proper to date under our guidelines. I just don’t know of many in- 
stances where untrue information was used, and I do not know of too 
many instances overall where that was done. 


Senator Huddlestok. Do you know of any instances — how many 
ctual journalists or practitioners were regular disseminators of FBI 


actual journalists or practitioners were regular disseminators of FBI 
information! 

Mr. Adams. I don’t know of any today that are, in that regard. 
I know there have been situations where it hap^ned and people still 
do. They come to us and say, we would like to do an article on orga- 
nized crime. Can you be of assistance! And if we can be of assistance 
within the guidelines established by the Attorney General, we do 
assist. We have a pull and a tug over privacy acts and fre^om of 


assist. We have a puli and a tug over privacy acts and ireedom ox 
information and also the need to know, but we try to satbfy. 

Senator Huddlestok. Do you know of any at the present time or in 


the past who have been paid ^ the FBI for their services! 
Ikir. Adams. Xot personally. I don’t know of any. 


Senator Huimilestox. Not personally ? Do you know of any evidence 
that indicates that ! 

Mr. Adams. That’s what I mean. I don’t have any evidence that 
indicates that. 


88 


' Sen&tor Huduj»ton. I think it would be belp^l to our inquiry if - 

we could review, or you would review, the files and make a detennma- 
Uoo as to whether or not it mifht be the that the FBI has poid ! 

journal iaU who are amenable to diaseminating informatioin supplied 
l^theFBL 

Mr. Aoaks. I am told we have. I don’t know what files we have re* 
viewed, but we have reviewed them and we haven’t found any. 

Senator Hiti>ole8tox. You haven't found any. What is the mass 
media program of the FBI t 

Hr. Adams. To try to get the truth out, to get a proper picture of 
the FBI’s jurisdiction, its activities. 

Senator Htn>DL£sro>r. Is it also to suppress other publications or 
other commentators or joumaliaU who misfit be disseminating other 
views! 

Mr. Adams. No. 

Senator Huddleston. Pid the FBI not take some action against a 
number of newspapers, most of them student newspapers that they 
thouglit should be suppressed ? 

Mr. Adams. We may have in the past. I don't recall any specific case. 

You are t&lking about some of the “Weatherman” support papers or 
j Black Panther paper. I don't know of any in that regard, but I’m 

' not saying that such action was not taken. 

Senator Hmi».ESTON. Are you familiar with the special coirespon- 
I dence list! 

Mr. Adams. Yes. 

Senator Huddleston. What is this list f 

Mr. Adams. My recollection is that the special correspondence list 
I was a list of individuals that had requested from time to time various 

j Bur^u publications and were kept on a continuing list and such com- 

munications were mailed to them. 

I Senator Huin>l£Ston. It was a list that was considered to be friendly 

towards the FBI view? 

; Mr. Adams. Yes. I would say anyone on that list would normally be 

friendly. 

Senator Huddleston. Do you have knowledge of a number of in- 
stants in which the Bureau carrying out its COINTELPRO ac- 
tivities utilized the existing press in order to attempt to discredit some 
j individual? 

Mr. Adams. I don’t have an idea of the number, but I don’t think 
. there were very many. 

{ Senator Huddleston. Do you have a list of the instances in which 

I the Bureau attempted to discredit other publications? 

Mr. Adams. No; I don’t know. 

Senator Hvim>le6ton. Do you know that they did occur! 

Mr. Adams. I can ask. I get, “No,” as far as any knowledge in that 
regard. 

Senator Huddleston. As far as knowledge. 

Mr. Adams. Tlint means knowledge of wlutt we have come up with 
in ourcurrciit review, I would assume. 

Senator ITum>i.ESTox. It seems to me that this is an area in which 
we are particularly troubled and rightly sliould be. If there is any 
ridit that is specifically called for in our Constitution, and has been 
u]^Td and reaffirmed in court decision after court decision, it is the 




*ieht to publish in this country. The first amendment speaks not only 
>t freedom of speech, but also freedom of the press. And yet it seems 
hat we have a pattern liere of the chief law enforcement agency of the 
country attempting to suppre^ that very ri^t. 

Mr. Adams. I haven't seen — I think any effort to manipulate the 
press of this country, I just don^t see any possibility in that regard, 
and I don^t see the logic of anyone even attempting such. 

Senator Huddlestox. But it did happen. 

Mr. Adams. It may have happened in 

Senator HroimESTox. In a rather extensive field. * 

Mr. Adams. 1 disagree with that rather extensive field. I just donH 
know the extent that you are talking to here. 

Senator HmDLESTOx. We are talking ateut the cases where 

Mr. .^AMS. Are you lumping in cases where we disseminated pnblic 
source information? Are you Tumping in a case where we may ^ve 
gone to a 

Senator Hudolestox. I think disseminating public source infonna- 
tiem is somewhat different from fumi^ing a tW commentator with 
derre^tory information about a specific individual, who has been 
targeted as one that apparently the Bureau thinks is dangerous or 
that his ideas ought to be suppressed. 

Mr. ^AMs. Is that manipulating the press, thought Here you have 
a situation where an individual is going around the country advocating 
off-the-pig or kill-the-police or something like that. And a newspaper- 
man was furnished, say some background information on him which 
would have been in the area of public source material which he could 
use in an article. Are we really, if the information is true, the final 
decision, it would seem to me, would be the newspaperman as to 
whether he would use any such information. 

I think if we concealed our motives from the newspaperman, or 
furnished false information, which I think we did in one anonymous 
letter or something that I saw in all of this, I would say that was 
improper. 

^nator Hudolestox. Or 

Mr. Adams. I think newsmen have rources. I diink—— 

Senator Huddlestox. Or convincing a cartoonist, for instance, to 
draw a derogatory cartoon about a college professor who certainly did 
not constitute a threat to the violent overthrow of the Government. 

Mr. Adams. If anyone accuses us of having any grrat success in try- 
ing to influence the press, I think that their objectivity stands very 
high. 

Senator HmoLEsrox. I think the point is not whether there was 
success or not. there was an effort made. glad to hear you acknowl- 
edge now that it is almost an impossibility. But more than that it 
seems to me at the beginning when these type of techniques were used, 
it seemed to inrUente a lack of confidence, or faith in the American 
people^to believe that they could not hear ideas that might be con- 
trary’ to their own without being seriously damaged. One of the great 
freedoms we have is the freedom of hearing other idea.s. whether we 
agree with them or not. I think this is an area that we are concernetl 
with and one technique which I hope is being discontinued and one 
that will be, by the time these hearings conclude, and by the time 
proper legislation is drawn. 




M 


Mr. Adaks, Well, I think you cui be issured that any such tech- 
niques in that area died with COINTELPBO in 197L 

Senator Utn>Di.zaTON. That ia comforting. 

.^ujia. Yes. ^ ^ I ^ ^ 

forced in and out by^Virtue votes and'other committee business. I 
am not sure which Senators have had their opportunity to question 
and which have not. 

Senator Goldwater, were you next I 

Senator GomwATea. I will not take much time. I apologize for not 
having been here m the last 2 days. It is going well, I have heard. We 
have heard testimony regarding the vmummous records, I believe 
800,000, maintained by the Bureau. How in your view have these 
records come to be ke^l For what purpose have they been kept, and 
has the Bureau ever undertaken to destroy or prune down any of these 
FSCOrdSi 

Mr. AOA3C8. We have a number of records. We are a businesslike 
ornnization. We record our activities. And as the staff knows, they 
had access to a lot of recorded material that is the product of what 
the FBI has done over th^ears. When we conduct an investigation, 
we maintain the. results. We do have destruction procedures where, 
after the passage of certain time limits approved' by the Archives 
authori^, we are allowed to destroy certain files. Other information 
we are required to put on microfilm. There is a regular standard pro- 
cedure for the destruction of FBI files. This has been suspended, of 
cours^ during the initiation of these hearii^ and our files probably 
have increased considerably during this period because we are not al- 
lowed to destroy anything since the committee commenced its hear- 
ings. But we do have procedures for destruction of files. They are 
approved by the Archives. A problem inherent in that is maintaining 
information. What should weWp? What should we obtain during an 
investigation t TVhat should we record t In the oast we have been pretty 
consistent in recording everything we thou^t was relevant to the 
investigation. The passage ot the Priva<^ Act put certain restrictions 
in. We cannot collect or maintain anything unless it is relevant to an 
ongoing matter of which we have investigative jurisdiction. 

But beyond even the Privacy Act, the Attorney General instituted 
a guidelines committee in this area that we have been meeting dili- 
gently with e^'ery day and hopefully have tried to avoid this idea 
that we are for no goM reason maintaining gossip, scandal, unneces- 
sary, and irrelevant material. So once these guidelines are in some sort 
of final form, not to be adopted, then the Attorney General has indi- 

oommittees to get tlwir input into it, a^r which they will be 
published. 

Senator Golowater. Well, now these dossiers, I think you can call 
them that probably. 

Mr. Aok^itcs. I prefer to, but I accept the fact that that is how they 
are referred to. 

Senator Goldwater. What do you call them t 

Mr. Adavs. I call them files. To me, I guess we all have our little 
hang-ups, but to me that is usually usra in some sinister connotation. 
It is probably not to you. But I will use whatever terminology you 
want to use on this. 





S 6 nator Goiawatxe. I liope what 70 a h&ve on me is not celled e 
doeeier. 

Mr. Adams. No, sir ; it’s a collection of materiaL 
[General laughter.] * 

Mr. Adams. Of which yon are aware. 


Senator Goldwater. Tliat-s right. Now let me ask you, the inforina- 
ion you have would probably m on computer tapef 


tion yon have would probably m on computer tapef 

Mr. Adams. No, sir. 

Senator Goldwater. It’s not Information that IHS would haye, 
is that computerized ? 

Mr. Adams. It may be. I*m not f^iliar with the extent of theirs. 
We do have certain computer activities, such as the National CrtiiM 
Information Center, or we have, I gues^ 7 or 8 million records. Thia 
is not the usual file material. This consists of individuals concerning 
whom a warrant is outstanding, stolen property, material siwh as 
this, and also some documented criminal history information in tiie 
nature of prior arrest history, but not what 1 think you are referring 
to in the way of file material, reports, intelligence, this type of 
information. 

Senator Goldwater. What I am trying to get at. is there a central 
source of computerized material that would include your information, 
the information that IRS may have gathered, information that had 
been gathered off of personnel records of the Pentagon t 

Mr. Adams. No, sir. 

Senator Goldwater. There’S no such list that you know off 

Mr. Adams. I don't know what other agencies have, but the FBI 
does not have such a list, does not have such capability to interface 
with such a list, if such a list exists. 

Senator Gk>tDWATEii. Do you feel rather safe in saving then that 
DO agency of Government has put together such a computerized total 
of all the information on the p^ple that yon have surveilledf 

Mr. Adams. Oh, I think it is safe to say I don*t know of any. Today 
I am not saving what does exist or doesn't exist elsewhere. 

Senator Goldwater. In addition to the 500.000 records that you 
have, would I be correct in saying that you have 50 million data cards 

• nA <SfiO tn tha VMP 


and that there’s $82 million spent on intelligence in the fiscal year 
1975 to maintain this library ! 

Mr. Adams. No; I don’t think that is correct. I think the fi^re of 
$82 million is what our budget people have drawn up as being the 
total cost in a given year of our intelligence operations, security, 
criminal, organized crime, the whole intelligence field. But I don’t 
relate it to the maintenance of any data cards. 

Senator Goidwater. Now one other area, and I think it probably, 
according to the records, goes back to 1970. How did the Bureau 
come to place the so-called Women's Dib movement under sun*eillance, 
and I say so-called because I think we discovered that there was no 
such organized movements 

Mr. Ao.\ms. There were a lot of movements. It is my recollection — 
I have not reviewe<l the file in detail, but it is my recollection that 
the case was originally opened because of indications that certain 
pToups were attempting to infiltrate or control the Women’s Libera- 
tion movement. The investiqration was conducted and was terminated 
several years ago, as far os I know. 
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Senuor Gou>watbl Do yon know of iny aciiona that ware taken 
by the Bureau as to the women’s liberation movement except to 
monitor it! 

Mr. Anaxs. No. And the monitoring was for the puniaae of de- 
termining the ii^ltration, and I donx know of any actions taken 
Asninsfc tHsSL 

'^Senator Goldwatzs. That’s all I have, Mr. Chairman. Thank you. 
The Chahucak. Thank vou. Senator Goldwater. 

Senator Hart, have you nad an opportunity to qoesdont 
Senator Hast of Colorado. No; 1 have not 
The CaAnscAK. Senator Hart _ _ 

Senator Habt of Colorado. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In the 
testimony yesterday developed by the staff conceminj^ the last few 
da^ of Martin Luther King’s life, we learned that the Burrau in 
March of 1968 develop^ information to be given to the press criticiz- 
ing Dr. King for staying in a white-owned and operated hotel, the 






BP 


Senator Hast of Colorada Mr. Adams, was any effort made during 
this entire COIXTKLPIiO period to objectively define what the “New 
Left” meant^ What was your understanding of the “New Le&** 

Mr. AnAMS. They did have a definition of the New ^ft distui^uiah* 
ing it from the Old Le^ It was primarily to distingtiiiih it m the 
area ^at the New Left was trying to separate itself from the old hide> 
bound policies of the Commimist Party or some of its links to the 
Communist Party. Perhaps Mr. Wannall has a better definition *of 
that 

Senator Hast of Colorado. It very definitely included those who 
were opposed to the war, organized groups that oppo^ the war and 
f^t strongly about racial injustice in this country, leaving the Commu- 
nist Party aside. 

Mr. Adams. People involved in the New Left movement were, of 
course, also involved in the anti- Vietnam war effort 

Senator Hast of Colorado. What do you mean also f That’s what I’m 
trying to get out. What was the New l^ftl If you didn’t oppose^ the 
war and vou weren’t involved in civil ri^ts groups, who el» might 
you have been! 

Mr. Adams. Well, the New Left did involve a revolutionary philos- 
ophy. It wasn’t related solely to the anti-Vietnam effort. 

Senator Hart of Colorado. Thomas Jefferson embodied a revolu- 
tionary philos^hy. 

Mr. Adams. That’s right. And the New Left activity exceeded Thom- 
as Jefferson’s philosophy in that it did fit in with the basic Commu- 


nist philosophy. 

Senator Hart of Colorado. Every group that was placed under the 
efforts of the COINTELPRO supported ^ violent overthrow of this 


efforts of the COINTELPRO supported ^ violent overthrow of this 
country? 

Mr. Adams. The concept of COINTEI^PRO was. directed toward 
those organizations. I would have to refi^h my memory on each one 
of the organizations that were taints of it, but they were basically 
New Iveft, Communist Party. Social 'W'otkers Party, black extremists, 
white hate groups, those were the five basics. 

Senator Hart of Colorado. The Southern Christian Leadership 
Conference? 

Mr. Apams. The Southern Christian T^dership Conference, I don’t 
know if it was involved si>ecifically in COINTELPRO. Three minor 
actions were taken against the Southern Christian Ijeaderdiip Con- 
ference. 

Senator Hart of Colorado. 'IVell, its leader, I think you could say, for 
8 years was subject to a lot more than three minor actions. 

Adams. That's right, and that gets into the other area that the 
activities taken against him were primarily COINTELPRO-type 
activities but weren't really under the control of 

Senator Hart of Colorado. You’re saying that basically every orga- 
nization and individual that was swept into the five COINTELPRO 
nets simportwl the violent overthrow of this country ? 

Mr. Adams. Well, not just the violent overthrow of the Government. 
It would have heen orimnizations that were threatening and foment- 
ing violence. I don’t believe it had to be related to the actual over- 
throw of the Government. 

Senator Hart of Colorado. Is a street demonstration violent! 
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Mr. Adams. It depends on where you are in relation to what is taking 
place. If tliere are a lot of activities in connection with street demon* 
8trati<AS tliat are not violent, and there are a lot of street demonstra- 
tions that have resulted in deatlis, so it just depends on the activity 
taking place and the circumstances. Our pn^lem is we are given the 
responsibility by tlie Attorney General to monitor demo^ratioos 
which have the potential of violence. The question is, how do you find 
out, at what point do you get in any monitor demonstrations to deter- 
mine if that has a potential violence f 

Senator Hast of Colorado. Well, obviously we have received testi- 
mony to the effect that the FBI went out of its way to foment violence 
itself, to encourage disruptions intemslly, to encourage hostilities and 
conflict between and among these groups in the hope that violence 
would occur. Therefore you could go back to the Director or the press 
or whomever and say, look, this is a violent group. 

Mr. Adams. I accept the allegation but I don’t accept the fact. The 
conclusion, from what I have seen in reviewing these files in connec- 
tion with our investigations, is that we don’t foment violence. We don’t 
permit as a matter of policy our informants to act as provocateurs to 
engage in violence. .1 am not denying it may have happened, but the 
FBI does not foment violence, and the FBI, you know, has no— 

Senator Hast of Colorado. Y ou are using present tense verbs. 

Mr. Adams. We didn’t then. I don’t agree that our actions in any 
event were designed to foment violence. 

Senator Hart of Colorado. I think there is plenty of documenta- 
tion of the attempt to set the Black Panthers against the Blackstone 
Rai^rs in Chicago. 

Air. Adams. 'Well, I don’t consider that plenty of evidence. I think 
the endence to the contrary is that one of the organizations, when we 
got word that the Black Panthers versus Unit^ Slaves, we notified 
the local police that this activity was going to take place, and the 
individual^ so that we would prevent the killing, which had come to 
our attention and was going to take place, and then the turndowns 
of i-arious COIXTELPRO actions, there were specific statements 
made, tliat this action will not be approved because it might result in 
harm to an individual, physical harm, and we have no indication from 
any of these actions im’der COIXTELPRO that any violent act 
occurred, and I have not been presented with any by the staff from 
their far more extensive inquiry. 

Senator Hart of Colorado. June S, llMtS. a memorandum from the 
special agent in charge of Cincinnati to the Director of the FBI. 
captioned Counterintelligence Program, Disruption of the Kew 
T.<eft, a fivc-paj^ memorandum having to do with Antioch College 
in Ohio [exhibit 30*]. It is a long description of the college and 
background. There is a recommendation on page 3: **Oincinatti 
recommends that counterintelligence action be taken to expose the 
pseqdointellectiial image of Antioch.” and it pves specific ways of 
doing that, then tlie next page, page 4. the desired result of action, 
“force Antioch to defend itself as an educational institution.” Where 
in the laws of this coimtry nr the charter of the Federal Bureau of 
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&yestig&tion does it saj that that agency should be forcing any 
educational institution to defend itself ? 

Mr. Anaits. I know of none. 

Senator Hast of Colorado. You would say this is stepping beyond 
the bounds of your authority I 

Mr. Auams. I would say — I*m not familiar with the total aetim 
of what was there, but just on tlie surface I d<m*t see any basis for it. 

Senator Hast of Colorado. It is my understanding that field 
officers participating in COIXTELPRO activities were required to 
send re^ta in status letters and in annua] reports. Is that correct t 

Mr. Aoaxb. Yes. 

Senator Hast of Colorado. What kind of results generally were 
you looking for? IVhat was considered success! 

Mr. Adams. Well, it would be consider^ success, if in one instance 
an action was taken to create factionalism in the highest level of 
the Communist Party, and the results were that we were advised 
that the Communist Party infiuence declined appreciably as a direct- 
result of factionalism created at that level. That to us was a concrete 
result. We had other results that you get in various degrees. The above 
is an extremely favorable degree. We had others, I think one was 
alluded to yesterday, or today where a letter went out setting up 
marital striie on the part of someone, I don’t see anv basis or justifica* 
tion for that. I think that is the other extreme. I tnink in the middle 
there were ones that fell into a different degree. The only thing that 
I feel is we had 3.000 actions recommended. I don’t know if the docu- 
ment shows whether this Antioch one was approved or not. I doubt 
that it was approved. 

SenatorliARTof Colorado. Ibelieveit was. AVe can document that. 

Mr. Adams. OK. Because there would be one. I would say that the 
judgment in approving is in question. But out of 3,000 recommended, 
the fact that 2,000 approved shows that there was scxne concern to try 
to keep these to a proper level, and I think the actual number of 
grossly improper activities fortunately is rather small. I think there 
are a lot in there. The whole program, we feel, should have been dis* 
continued, and we don’t have a program like it now, and we wouldn’t 
institute a program like it now. 

Senator Hast of Colorado. It would be helpful to us if now or in 
the future you could recommend what steps we should take, both as 
the committee and this Congress, to make sure that doesn’t happen, 
aside from just the assurances we are being given h^e. 

Mr. Adams. Well, the main recommendation I make is that we don’t 
wind up on the point we have been on in the past years, that one time 
in our history Congress is saying we ought to be doing something to 
stop violence in the streets, muraera, blowing up of buildings; and 
at another time they are saying you shouldn’t have done what you 
did. and that we make a mistake when we react and try to identify one 
arM and say that is the voice of the people. What we need is a legis* 
lative mandate which is the will of Congress in order to tell us what 
our role should !)e in this area. I think that the main thing that would 
come out of all of this, I hope, is some more definitive guideline 
where we all know what the will of the people is as expressed by 
Congress. 





Senator Hast of Golondal believft my time is ap. , 

Senator Toweb [presiding}* Mr. Adames to retam to the busmen 
of informants which I initi^ed and was interrupted by a vote, who 
selects an informant! 

Mr. Anaiis. The batic re^xmsibility is on our tpeeial agent per- 
sonnd who develop inf onnants, the agent on the street. 

Senator Tower. Does the special a^nt in charge in a given area 
have control over the activities of an informant or a veto on the use 
of a particular informant f 

Mr. Aoakb. Kot only the special agent in charge, but FBI heM- 
quarters. We maintain the tightest possible control of the utilization 
of informants. We require Bureau approval to utilize a peraon as an 
informant 

Senator Tower. The special agent in charge has the power to veto 
the use of an informant! 

Mr. Anaxs. Yes, sir. 

Senator Tower. Does headquarters know who all the informants are! 

Mr. Adaics. Absolutely. We do n<rt allow hip-pocket informants. We 
require 

Senator Tower, You don't have the agents informed by their own 
special informants! 

Mr. Adams. Absolutely not 

Senator Tower. Are the criteria different for paid and for nonpaid 
informers! 

Mr. Adams. We have some informants over the years that have re- 
fused to accept payment, but generally the criteria for l^h, I mean 
for ones that are paid, is thst it must be on a c.o.d. basis, evaluated 
as to the value of the information. 

Stator Tower. What protections are afforded to informants! 

Mr. Adams. Protections afforded them individually f 

Senator Tower. Yes. 

Mr. Adams. The greatest protection in the world we can afford them 
is to maintain the confidential relationship which they have adopted 
with the FBI, and the fact that those citizens of Uie United States 
who, for whatever reason, decide to coopemte with the FBI and 
cooperate with their Government in the criminal and security field, 
have that confidentiality maintained. Beyond that confidentiality 
we are unable to afford them any protection, any physical protection. 
We have had informants murdered throiijrfi disclosu^ We have had 
^em subjected to other violence and criminal activities, and the only 
protection beyond maintaining the confidentiality is once we have 
used them or had to expose them for some purpose, we do have pro- 
cedures for relocation and maintenance of them, which is utilized 
quite frequently in the top hoodlum and the Cosa Nostra-type inves- 
tiinitions. 

Senator Tou^ It is my understanding now that 8.^ percent of all 
cases invoU-e some use of informants, so that means that the use is 
pretty widespread and apparently very essential. What kind of guid- 
ance does the FBI give to these informants! Do you give_ them any 
special training ? Could you describe that kind of relationship in terms 
of guidelines, control, authority that you have ! 
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Mr. AoAm. Wei], when ui indiridual is being develop^ as an in- 
formant, our main concern ia whether he provides reliable information 
and that the information he collects is collected by legal means. We 
don^ permit an informant to engage in any activity that an agrat 
couldn't do legally himself. In other words, you can’t have an extension 
of the agent out nere engaging in illegal acts, and the agent sayii^ I 
abide by the law. This creates some problems, of course, in the cnminil 


recruit informants in areas where ^ey do have knowledge of criminal 
activities. But we even had to open investigations and prosecute some 
of our informants, because we do not bend from this, that they are 
not going to enjoy favorite status as a result of their relationship with 
us. §0 the agent covers all of this with an informant during the 
discussions. 

We secure background information on the informants. We do 
to insure, as be^ as possible, we are dealinir with a reli&ble, stable in- 
dividual even though he may be eugan^ in an unstable activity. 
We go through this period and consider them more or less, in different 
terminology, probationary, potential, verifying information that he 
furnishes us, and evei^time when they report on the status of an in- 
formant. they hare to tell us what percentage of his infonnatim has 
been verified other means, by other informants or sources. So we 
do have a continuing indoctrination which is supervised at FBI 
headquarters. 

Senator Tower. You said you don’t recruit your informants from 
Sunday school class. Being an ex-Sunday school teacher, I resent that, 
blit ' - 

Mr. Adams. I am talking in the criminal field. Many of our security 
informants come from a very fine background. 

Senator Tower. But this leads me into this. Sometime^ then, yon 
might recruit J^ple that you know have committed criminal acts. 

Mr. Adams, '^at’s true. 

Senator Tower. Do you promise him immunity from future prosecu- 
tion in many instances to secure their cooperation t 

Mr. Adams. No. Now, the only exception to that would be we may 
have an ongoing, it b what you call an informant — I believe your 
question is addresed to someone that we are actually considering in an 

Senator Tower. Yea. 

Mr. Adams. We do have situations where during an investigation 
we target on one individunl, the lower rung, and the U.S. Attorney 
and the Department offer immunity. We don’t And say, you coop* 
erate, and we go up the ladder to the next level, and in some of them 
cases we have gone up through successive stages until we get the main 
honcho who we feel is the proper target of our investigation. 

Senator Tower. Getting on another subject, does the FBI still re- 
quest bank audits! 

Mr. Adams. Bank audits! Do you mean do we still have access to 

bank records t 

Senator Tower. Yes. 

Mr. Adams. Yes, sir. we do. 

Senator Tower. And do you obtain access with or without warrants! 
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Mr Adaks. It was basically, as I recall, I have not reviewed the 
files, but from the information that I have acquired, it would indinte 
th^ were groups that were believed to be infiltrati^and att^pting 
to exert control over it. That investigation was baSM or initiate on 
this fact. 

The Chaibican. But you never found, did you, that the Women's 
Liberation Movement was seriously infiltrated, influenced, or controlled 
by Communists. 

Mr. Adahs. No, and the case was closed. I would put them in the 
position of comments we have made earlier about tne pre^ that I 
don't think anyone is going to dominate or control. That is a very 
independent group. 

The Chair3iak. Well, we are trying to keep the country that way. 

Mr. Adahs. That's right. 

The CuAiRHAN. And the kind of thing that disturbs me is what 
the documents reveal. If you will turn to exhibit 7.' 

Mr. Adahs. Yes. 

The Craibhax. Then, if you will turn to where you find the eapticm 
“Origin, Aims, and Purposes," a description of the Women's Libera- 
tion Movement in Baltimore, Md. I call your attention to this because 
it seems to typify the whole problem of this generalized kind of sur- 
veillance over the activities of American citizens. Here is the report. 
If you will read with me this paragraph : 

Ttie women't 11berati<m movement in Baltimore. Md. becan dnrlna the rammer 
of 1968. There waa no structure or a parent orzanization. There were no rules 
or ptaofi to go by. It started out as a group therapy session with young women 
who were ettber lonely or condncd to the hom^ with smsU children, getting 
together to talk out their problems. Along with this they wanted a purpose 
and that was to be free women from the humdrum existence of being only a wife 
and mother. They wanted equal opportnnltlea that men have In work and in 
society. They wanted their husbands to share in the housework and iu rearing 
their children. They also wanted to go out and work tn whatever kind of joba 
they wanted, and not be discriminated against ss women. 

Now, can you find anything in that report that in any way suggests 
that these women were engaged in improper or unlawful activity? 

Mr. Adahs. Not in that one. I believe there was another report, 
though, giving the origin of it, which went into a little more descrip- 
tion of what our basic interest was. 

Tho Chairhak. Can you tell me, because this is the report I 
have. 

Mr. Adahs. Well. I am gii^n here 

The CiiAiRMAX. Wliat other, if there was some sinister activity con- 
nected with this group that isn't laid out in the document 

Mr. Adahs. I was given a workpaper here which read : 

Women's Llberstion Moremeut Inrestintlon of captioned movement was 
inltated by our Xew York Office In April 1069. as the Women's Libber movement 
is described as a tooeeiy structured women’s movement comprised of individuala 
with varying Ideologies from liberal to Kew I.eft persuasion. «>me of whom bad 
exhibited an affiliation with aud/or sympathy for several orgauizatlons of investi- 
gative Interest to this Bureau: namely, the Students for a Democratic Society. 
Black Panther Party, the Vietnam Peace Parade Committee. I'eoceremos 
Brigade, the Sodallat Workers Party, with Us youth group the Young Socialist 
Alliance. 


The Cn AiRHAK. May I stop you at this point t 
Mr. Adahs. Yes. 
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The Ohaiucax. You are reading fn^n a paper which has to do 
with the oiigin&tion of tn invastigation coming oat of New York, are 
you not! 

Mr. Adaxs. Yes. 

The Ghairmak. I am reading from a document that relates to the 
Women% Liberation Movement in Baltimore, and the findings con- 
oeming it in the summer of 1968. Hy question hasn't to do with 
whatever original purpose the FBI sought by initiating this kind of 
surveillance in New York, but with a finding made concerning the 
Women's Liberation Movement in Baltimore which I have just read 
to YOU. I think you would agree with me that women do have the 
right to together to talk about humdrum existence and equal 
opportunities with men and equal opportunities for work in our so> 
cietj, don’t they ? That is not a subversive activity. 

Mr. Adaxs. Well, but what you have here is the set up of our in- 
v^igative activity. We had New York, which was the office of 
origin of the investigation. You have other offices that were checking 
to determine what influence there was. In addition, in New York — to 
the New York office, lay the fact that interwoven with the Women’s 
Liberation Movement goal for equal rights for women, there was an 
advocacy (»rtainly of militancy and violence in achieving their goals. 
Now, Baltimore is one office, and 1 believe that even there in one of 
the reports 

The Chaibman. You keep taking me back to New York. 

Mr. Adams. Right 

' The Chairman*. And I keep taking you back to Baltimore. And the 
reason I do that is because if you turn 2 pages back from this particu- 
lar report, which has to do with the Baltimore or^nization, the ques- 
tion is whether based upon that finding the investigation should con- 
tinue of the Baltimore group, and the decision is that you will continue 
to follow and report on the activities of the group. And I just won- 
dered why! 

Mr. Adams. This is a problem that we have, that we do have deniza- 
tions where sometimes the — the Women’s Liberation group is not a 
good example because that was washed out, but we do have organiza- 
tions where — 

The CuAXRXAX. What was washed out f Not the Women's Liberation 
Movement! 

Mr. Adams. No, the investigation indicated there was no concern 
or no reason to be concerned about it. But where you do have an or- 
ganization that has branches in many areas of the country, and you 
stort with one place and it looks like you have a subversive organiza- 
tion. you do have to see, well, is this carried out throughout the or- 
ganization or is it just one chapter or one group! In other words, not 
even an organizational problem. 

The CiiAmMAN. But you see, the trouble with that is in tois Balti- 
more organization you say in your own report that it was independent, 
^ere was no structure or parent organization, no rules or plans, so it 
isn't a part of a nationally controlled and directed organization by 
your own admission. 

Mr. Adams. I believe this report had some subsequent pages that 
aren't included in here that did show some additional activity or 
influence. 
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The Chaducan. I am told by the staff that this summary is accurate, 
and the only other thin^ contained was that these women had affilia- 
tions with an organization that had protested the war in BalUmore. 

Mr. Adams. 1 think there were some other items. 

The O haurmau . That is the cmlv other association Uxat we haye 
been able to detennine. Apparently the women^s liberation moye^ 
ment is no longer imder suspicion by the FBI and the case has been 
closed. What happens when the case is closed t Are those women’s 
names still left in the files? Are they forevermore contained! 

Mr. Adame. Yes. 

The Cicahucak. In the system f 

Mr. Adams. Yes. 

The Chaibman. Pretty soon you will have ns all in the systen^ If 
there is no way, even after surveillance has been terminated, to elimi- 
nate tlie references of individuals through the files of the system, 
you will one day have us all, won’t you ? 

Mr. Adams. Well, I would sav as part of a normal business recor^ 
when we do make a judgment that an organization should be in^sti- 
gated and we investigate it, and then we find activities but we make 
a conclusion that there is no additional problem here, this is a record 
of our official action. Now, if we destroy it, at what point do we get 
into a situation of being' accused of doing things and then destroying 
things to keep from sliowing what we do? The critical thing is whether 
we are able, and we do set up safeguards, where information in our 
files is not misused at a later date, and that is what these guideline 
committees are all about. 

The C)iAniMAN. Do you have any idea of how many names of 
Americans you keep in your files all as a result of the cumulative 
effect of all these suneiflances in all of these cases? ' 

Mr. Adams. No ; I don’t. 

The CiiAiRMAX. It’s in the millions, isn’t it? 

Mr. Adams. We have 6V^ million file& 

The CnAiRMAX. You have 6^ million files! 

Mr. Adams. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And there are surely names of more than one per- 
son typically in a file, aren’t there ! 

Mr. Adams. But it is a rather large country. 

The CiJAiRMAN. That’s a large number of files to start with, and 
if you have multiple names in them, you ire quickly up into 20, 30, 
40 million. 

Mr. Adams. Right. But many of these files are applicant files. They 
are not all subversive files. They are not all criminal files. We have 
a million crimes of violence each year. There is a million people. 

The Chaibman. I wish you had more time to spend on those crimes 
of violence. 

Mr. Adams. I do, too. 

The Chairman. There we agree. 

Mr. Adams. Right. 

The Chairman. What I worrv about is thi& You say there’s no way 
to know when to close a file. These were surveillance' files, originally 
opened to determine whether organizations might have subversive 
connections. There are names in these files, so some demagogue comes 
along and says that the name of some public figure is contained in a 
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oert^ file to be found in the subverare files of the FBIy end there 
it is. He has not made a misstatement at all. But to the American 
people that man's name and reputation have been scarred. 

Mr. Adaxs. And I hope this committee recognizes that and rec* 
ommenda legislation that would enforce strcmg punitive or c rim i n g 
TioUtions against misuse of information in toe files. We feel this 
way, CLA feels tois way. We recogn^ we have a lot of sewtive infor- 
mation in it. We fire our employees if we find them misuring infonna- 
tion. We feel we need additional sanctions in thu area. I dont think 
we can ever stop the accumulation of information. I don't know an 
investigative agency in the world, a law enforcement agency, that 
does not have to accumulate information. And we are working on 
gmddinee as to how to get rid of the irrelevant informaticMi. how to 
miminate material that really does not need to be kept We nope we 
will be able to come to Congress with these guidelines Mfore too long, 
which will help address itself to just some of these problems. 

The Chaibxan. W^, you may be assured that the cohunittea 
shares your objective in this regard and we will be woziang with you 
and the Department of Justice and others to t^ and change the laws 
to mve a greater measure of protection to the nrst amendment rights 
of toe American people. 

1 have no further questions. Are there any other questicmsf 

Senator Mondale f 

Senator Mokdaue. Mr. Adams, earlier, in inquiring about the basis 
for investigating Dr. King, I thought I heard two basic justifications. 
One was suspicion and fear of Communist influence or iiifiltrati<m. 
The second was, “that he constituted a threat to the success of the 
Negro movement” Did I understand that second basis! 

Mr. Anxifs. No. The first I was talking about was not ;su8picion but 
information indicating Communist influence. The second was on this 
question of motivation that you have raised. I don't know what their 
motive was to get to some of these other activities in order to discredit 
and remove him, but it was a questitm. Apparently they must have 
felt that he was a threat to either, as shown m the files toe President 
and Attorney General expressed concern about the civil rights move- 
ment and his continued amliation with scMne of these people. 

^nator Mondai£. Would you agree that it would not be a proper 
basis for an investigation for the FBI or any other Government official 
to be concerned about the success of the negro movement I 

Mr. Adams. I have no problem. 

Senator Moxdale. ^ right. So let us take toe one ground that 
appeare to have justified the investigati<m of Dr. King and the 
investigation of the women's liberation movement — the fear that 
^dangerous influence might infiltrate these organizations.” Suppose it 
is true. Suppose that a Communist did have influence over Dr. King, 
or suppose an SDS member infiltrated and became a dominant influ- 
ence in a chapter of the women's liberation movement and you 
establitoed it as a fact. What would you do f Assuming that we can't 
get into this harassing and so on, you agree that that no longer has any 
validity. What do you have ? 

Mr. Aoaus. We have potential violations which might arise, which 
rarely come to fruition imd haven't for many years, but we do ^ve 
an intelligence responsibility under the ^rectives from the President 
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ind the Attorney General. That is, when a revolutionary group, like 
the Communist rarty, has taken over control of a dom^ic group and 
the Communist Party is operated by the Soviet Union. We would 
furnish tliat information as we do. Every copy of our reports goes 

Senator Moxdale. Risht; but X just want to use the King case 
because, as I understood, lie was being investigated for the reason that 
it was feared that a Communist or those who were suspected of being 
Communists, or known to be Communists, were gaining influence 
over him. Suppose you established that. What present use or need is 
there for that information f 

Mr. Adaub. I feel that the X^resident, the Attorney (^eral, the 
executive branch, needs to know the extent of a foreign-directed 
Communist organization, its influence and effect on the United States 
of America. 

Senator Mondalz. All right; so if such inform^ion is valid, and an 
investigation to seek it is necessary, is there any limit on the investiga- 
tive auuority of the FBI f 

We have just heard about the woinen^s liberation movemwt where 
we were fearful that New Le^ SDS types might have an influence. 
That justified that investigation. We now have your statement that 
we were fearful that some Communists might have influence over Dr. 
King, and therefore, he was thoroughly investigated. Are there any 
Jimitsthen on who can be investigated t 

Mr. Adams. Well, the only hmits are that we must relate it to a 
statutory basis of one of the Presidential guidelines we have or the 

time by Congress. They have in the past by the Department of Justice, 
Md this is the area of guidelines. This whole area of domestic scrutiny 
is what we need guidelines in. 

Senator Mondai^ Right; and you would agree, we talked about this 
earlier, that being a Communist is not a crime. 

Mr. Adams. No, it has not been a crime. 

Senator Moxdale. So that the whole basis for this has to apparently 
Stem from a Presidential directive which you think has ta^ed you 
to do this. 

Mr. Adams. Yes. 

Senator Moxdale. Just a few other points. In 1870, Novcuiber €, 
1970, a telegram from Newark to the Director went forth proposing 
that the following telegram be sent : [Exhibit 31.^] 

Word received food donated to party by anti-liberation white pigs contalna 
poison. Symptoms cramps, diarrhea, severe stomach pnina Destroy all food 
donated for convention suspected of pt^n, however, atill required to meet 
quota. Sisned, Ministry of Informatimi. 

This was a telegram that was to be sent from Oakland, Calif., to the 
Jersey City, N.J., headquarters. The telegram went on further. 


Miami to the Jersey City headquarters. 

The answer then from the Director of the FBI — 









The BoTMa cftcnot mat]K>ritt Um ti««tlnc of frnlt to be shipped to Jersey Oty 
beosoae of Udc of control orer the treated fmlt in tnnsit Boweeer. NewariE’s 
propoesd MefTUtt regaidlnc food collected for the BeTOlntionary Pec^lo's C«n- 
etttutlMMlCottTention has merit ^ 

How did you ever to a point like that 1 

Mr. 1 donx know. What was the response from Newark and 

then the final answer taken I 

Senator Mondals. It was turned down because they couldn't control 
tranmt, but they thought it was a good idea. Do you think that's a good 
ideal 

Mr. Adams. No; I dtm't. I think that 

Senator Mo 2 >n>AZ.EL How did we ever get to the point that this kind of 
insane sugg^ion was considered) a suggestion which violated every- 
one’s civillibertiee and was based on Government-sponsored fraud! 
How does anyone ever consider something like that t 

Mr. Adaub. 1 don't know. 

Senator Mondale. One final point. When we interviewed one of your 
former employees^ he referrea to something I never heard of before 
called a no-contact list. He did it jokingly) oecause he said, when the 
Pope agreed to see Martin Luther King, he was sure he would be put on 
the no-contact list thereafter. Can you tell me what this list is! 

Mr. Adams. Not in anv specific detaiL 1 know that at one time there 
was a, there would be a list that if an agent interviewed an individual 
and this individual created a storm or a ruckus and we didn’t wanf 
some other agent stumbling out there and interviewing the same per- 
son, that we would make sure that they were aware of the fact that 
further contacts of this individual would result in a prt^lem. 

Senator Mondale. All right. Now in a memo to Clyde Tolson, it 
refers to a conference on August 26. 1971, with certain->it looks like 
about 10 members of the FBI. And this is what it says : [Exhibit 32.'] 

Psraoant to your lastroctioo, membert of the conference were briefed conceni- 
Inc leceot attempts by Tarious newspapers and reporters to obtain infonnatioo 
about or from FBI personneL Members were specUcally adrlsed that there would 
be abatrtately no conTersatlons with or answers from any of the repreaentatlTca 
of the Washington Post New York Times, Los Angeles Times. CBS and NBC. 
Hie only accei^bie answer to socb Inqoiriea Is no comment. 

Now Senator Huddleston earlier asked about efforts to influence 
newspapers and media outlet. Does s decision not to answer questions 
from certain selected media outlets trouble you I 

Mr. Adams. It b not the policy today. I think this has been aired in 
the pest. There was a period of time wherein Mr. Hoover, in reacting 
to criticism from some of these newspaper men, where he felt he hadn^ 
been ^ven a fair shake, or for some other reason, that he felt that they 
should be told no comment, and he instructed they be told no comment. 
The motivations I am not in a position to discuss, but I can tell you 
that there has been no such ^licy in the last several years that 
I knpw of. 

Senator Mondale. If you could submit the no-contact list for us, if 
you can find it, I would appreciate it. 

I have some other questions I will submit for the record, Mr. 
Chairman. 

I^e CuAUtMAN. Very wdl. I just have one final follow-up question 
on Senator Mondale’s interrogation. I continue to be somewhat fas- 




cinftted by how long these investigaticms go, and when, if ever, thej 
are stopoM. Apparently they never come out of the fUesj whatever is 
found. But Senator Mondale raised the point of a suspicion that in 
the Martin Luther King case« that be was getting advice from a per* 
son who had or was thought to have Communist leanings. And so 
without using the name, b^use we are trying to protect privacy as 
we conduct this investigation 

Mr. Adams. I think we have a little more problem than that, too, 
Senator. 

The Chairman. I am using a Mister X in place of the name. What 
I am trying to get at is what the criteria is for pursuing an investiga- 
tion, and ^is is the kind of a statement that leaves me so perplexed. 
This has to do with a reply to the New YoA office by headquarters 
here in Washington. The part I read to you is ss follows: 

Bare«Q does not aicree with the expreneU belief of the New Tork ofBce 
that Mr. X is not sympathetic to the party cause. \Vhile there may not be an/ 
direct evideoce that Mr. X la a Communist, neither la there any subatantial 
eridence that he la anti-Commnniat 

And so the directions are to continue the investigMion of this 
matter. In cases of this kind, do you pursue the investigation until 
you prove the negative? 

Mr. Adams. No. 1 believe in that particular case, if it is the one 
1 am thinking about, that there was evidence that at one time he had 
bew a Commimist and that there was a question of whether the 
office felt— well, it’s like we have had some situations where a person 
comes out and publicly disavows their former leanings. Dq<you take 
them at words right sway after they have been engaged in violent 
activities, or do you wait'until you determine that they rcallv have 
carried trough the disavowed practice ? That’s a gray area. This one 
seems that on the wording itself, would seem like an extreme philoso- 
phy, leaning toward everyone has to prove in the United States they 
are not a Conununist, and I can assure that is not a policy of the 
Bureau and does not fit into the criteria of our general investigative 
matters. 

I just feel that there is more to it than just that brief paragraph. 

The Chaism.vk. Hiat particular kina of philosophy has come up 
in our life from time to time. I remember during the days of Me- 
Carthyism in this country, we came very close to the point where 
people had to prove that thev were not now nor ever been a Com- 
munist in order to ^ablish themselves as patriotic citizens. 

Mr, Adams. That’s right. That's true. ^ , 

The Chairman. And when I see standards of this kind or criteria 
of this kind emerging, it worries me very much. 

I have no further questions. 1 want to thank you both. If there are 
no further questions, I want to thank you both for your testimony 
this morning. It has been very helpful to the committee, and the 
committee will stand adjourned until 2 pan. 

We will stand adjourned in public session. Our next public session 
will be 2 tomorrow afternoon for purposes of press questioning <m 
the assassination report. 

[Wliereupon, at 1 :07 p.m.. the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 2 :^ p.m., Thursday, November 20, 1975.] 
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Good morning. I hajre very few statements to mcdce as 
an opening. I just want fo*say that this is a further 
attempt on my part to be a little more avarlab'e. 

Frankly, it is something which I hope we oeui continue 
and I have no't in the past been premeditatively evasive 
nor reluctant to appear before you. But, frankly, I've 
been pretty busy with a rumber of other things . I want to 
let you know that we're continuing our efforts to try to 
improve the rapport between us. We will continue to do 
some things and hopefully, in the future we can get togeth 
more frequently on the basis of some of our past meetings ‘ 


QUESTION: 


MR. KELLEY: 


Wnrcn x cnxii/i. iiava uccn xxv 


it open for questions and these lights are a little bit 
strong but I'll try to be able to identify you. Do you 
have any questions? ^ 

Do you have any evidence, sir, or any information leading 
you- to suspect any CIA Agents have been planted in any man 
ner or form in any executive agencies for the purpose of 
transmitting evidence back to the CIA cdsout that agency? 

I have no evidence whatsoever brought to my attention 


anu..x -cextainxy, ivnow px none. 

QUESTION: Sir, do you have ongoing programs trying to check out 

that sort of thing? Do you look for it? 


KELLEY: 


.'liSTIOH: 


_a. KELLEY: 



We have no ongoing programs whatsoever and have had no 
reports that it has occurred and this is something new 
to us. 

Sir, there have been complaints repeatedly in recent days 
from Congressmen and Senators on the Hill who ^e charged 
with investigating the FBI and its domestic surveillance 
In past years that they are not getting the information 
that th^ need. He heard from Senator Church maybe yester- 
day. Can you’ respond to that? 

The allegatio n has_been made to the ef fect that the FBI 
is dragging its feet, so to speak, and,s_low to respond 
to the requests of the Churchconuftitte^for^^nformation 
re lative to past abuse s by the. F BI in t he intelli gence fi'e ] 
and it's even been said from ti m e to ti me that,_this- reluc- 
tance is reflective of an effor t to prese rve the image-of 


Mr. Hoover. First, I want you to know that in giving 


instructions in this matter, it has been consistently 
my policy to say that we should be completely candid 
and forthright. And we should respond in whatever manner 
we can consistent, of course, with some restrictions— —thoj 
being a matter of confidentiality and right to privacy. 
Insofar as dragging our feet, tne Idtter which’ was'Seht ti 
... us.wa«.,^ted May. 14^ We iromed^ en^arked on a 

program to try to respond. In May, 1375, I remember it w 



MR. KELLEY; 


the last half of May, we devoted 323 man days to try to re 


spond and to date have added another over 400 hours and it 


a total dedication of personnel — of 102 of our people. 


He have 102 people who are .responding to this request. 


The reason why it has taken this much time and this great 


eunount of manpower __is that we must go through all of 
this material very carefully to preserve, of course. 


the privacy of those who may be mentioned end also to 


assure that matters of grave import are no so 


disclosed. He are trying at best we can to resolve 


in favor of making them availid^le. I think this number 
102 is very significant inasmuch as in the work of the 


Freedom of Information, there are also over 102, about 


105 people, dedicated to fulfilling our obligations there. 


So, we have almost 210 people engaged in these two 


enterprises and this has a great impact upon our capabili- 


ties. Does that answer your question? 


Can you tell us why Senator Church would be complaining? 


MR. KELLEY: Why he what? 


Why he would be complaining? 


No sir, I don't know. Some of these things, of course, 
may be thought rto be \ocT slSw and it'V thbuglit perhaps 


that have to do is to .remove the, materiai /from. 
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i the file ana send it on up. We fiave already submitted 

• a great deal of it and intend within the next 10 days to 
complete the entire matter. 

QUESTION: Is in any of that material ‘now in the Justice Department 

awaiting approval of the Attorney General? 

MR. KELLEY: Yes, some of it' is 'in the hands of the Department ready 

'• to be transmitted. That's our first step — after we make 

our survey, to ship it over to them, they review it Md th 
send it on through. 

QUESTION: Well, has it been there for a while? 

HR. KELLEY: I can't tell you exactly what length of time but I can saj 

that within cdsout .10 days, we'll have ours completed and 
you can gage thereafter what type of delay is experienced 
through the Department. 

QUESTION: Mr. Kelley, Senator Church says that__you ,wpnlt_allow_Jiim 

• - /and~hisstaff to_ interview FBI_A 9 ®uts and that ' s -one .of 

\ / 

complaints he makes about the lack of cooperation..- 
iJ' that true that you will not allow the Senate staff to 

« I interview FBI Agents? 

MR. KELLEY: ) We have gone through a procedure whereby ex -FBI Agents 

..TOay’vhave.^availa^ th^ 

^ ^ them as to any. matter- which might. be thought to _.. . 

; \ violative of some of thd confidentiality provisions; and 
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MR. KRLLEYi 


MS. KELLEY: 


we have not, to my knowledge, de^ed the right of Myone 
presently employed to be interviewed with, of course again, 
the requirements that if they want to consult with us 


'they may dp, so . 


Well, in other words, you're saying that FBI Agents can 


be interviewed by the Senate staff. Is that correct? 

Let me just check that. Mr. Mints, is that correct? Have 


we denied euiy? 


We have not denied emy. We've not indicated to anyone 


we would not let them be interviewed. 


What was that Mr. Kelley, about ex — I didn't understand, 


about ex-FBI Agents? 


Ex-FBI Agents, when called, and we're advised, are informe* 
that one of our people can be present outside the inter- 
view room for consultation by that interviewee with our 
people to determine whether or not a certain question is 
beyond the purview of his capability , and we _do not say to 


him that he cannot answer but we do say here are the rules 


the regulations, the law and you ceui be guided in accordar 
with your own dictates. But we make available to him a cc 


Bultant, so to spe2dc. 


is that a requlf^eht or 


That I s an agreement between. US . 


In other words, when an ex-Agent goes. up, he has to\have 


somebody? 



Ho sir, he does not have to have, but we inform him that 


he may have if he so desires. 

During your confirmation hearings two years ago. 
you advocated or said that ‘you would like to see 
more Congressional oversight of the FBI . You thlhk now 


that there's too much, just about right, or not enough 


oversight? 


It is true that I said during my confirmation that I do 


not object to' FBI Congressional oversight. One has been 


established and I have met with them on several occasions 


to set an oversight committee. There is also a House 


so-called oversight committee — it ' s the House Judiciary 


Committee — there are others who may by virtue of their 


jurisdiction feel that they, too, have oversight. We do 
no oppose House oversight. Frankly, I would like to have 


a joint committee of oversight so that we can know 
precisely to whom we should report and they, .in turn, know 


precisely to whom any oversight problems can be referred. 
Basically, in other words, I do not object to oversight — 


I do think that it would be much better if we could have 


it well-structured so that it will be clearly understood 


'fey hll .. parties', conceded ,as. to. what they are going to do , 


and how they are to do it. 


QUfcSTION: 


MR. KELLEY: 


•i 




Hr. Kelley « do you feel the oversight being conducted now 


between the Senate and House is probing too deeply Into th 


FBI — do you feel that any of the operations of the FBI hav 
been hurt by the Investigations going on now? 


I do not construe the activities of the oversight groups 


as having delved too deeply into the work of the FBI. We 
on occasion feel that perhaps some matters need protection 
particularly those involving national security, but I have 
no objection in the exchange in oversight groups of any 
matter in which we are engaged. I think, as a matter of 


fact, that this is a proper balance insofar as keeping us 


in line and I also welcome it inasmuch as it gives us an 


opportunity to explain just what and how we do things. I 


do not object to the exchange, in other. words. 


Mr. Kelley, you said that you're not attempting to preserv 


the image of J. Edgar HocJver and, apparently, you know 


what will be in the information that is to gd out of your 


office in 10 days. Can you tell us, when that informatior 
gets up to the Hill and assuming it's made public, are the 


going to be some more bomb shells 2 d>out the FBI that we 


... .^..^.. bjjyen' tj.heard about , or is., this . all information which has 
.generally been made public? . • ... 


' MR. ’ KELLEYi ' 1 'don't 'khoW of 'any 'bomb-'shells, . so 'to’ speak■i^ ■ In- the- new 


media, there have been many things discussed, many report 


made, and in those matters I think that just about every- 


thing that we know about has been already, at least to 


some extent, discussed and, to some extent, publicized. 

I an convinced that in these matters where there might be 
some criticism, there is an underlying intent to do that 
which is good for the Natibn.' I have not come across any 
activities which I would construe as being illegal, being 
directed toward personal^ gain or to enhance the reputation 
of anyone. I see nothing untoward in these activities, in 
other words, as they will be reviewed by the various groups. 
Mow, Mr. Kelley, Mr. Sullivan said about a week ago, tJ.at 
he assumed there had been some national security brea!:-ins 
over the years and I'm just wondering if there have b" 
national security brea k-ins, say in the last five y ee" 
roughly what number are we talking ed?ou t and why_ arcr; 
they illegal? What's the legal authority? 

There have been statements made about surrept;itious 
entries and the latest was that statement made 
by Mr. Sullivan who just retired as the Assistant 
Director in Charge of the Los Angeles Office; and tlv: 
have been, of course, reports in the media that the 
Department of Justice has been inquiring into alleg .s 
that, pur people have engaged in surreptitious entri ■ r, 
as ^ey a?® sometimes termed, burglaries. Yes, the a. 

•' has' conducted surreptitious .entries, in securing in: J:io' 

relative to the security of the Nation. However, i; 66, 
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all such activity was tj^'rmlnated with the exception of 


It. 


a small amount of actions which were conducted in connection 


with foreign counterintelligence investigations which we 


felt had a grave Impact upon the security of the Nation. 

■ I I I mil 1HII I ■ 

Vnd again, as I just said, I feel that the FBI personnel 


participating in or. approving such activities acted in 
good faith with the belief that national security interests 
were parcimount and their actions were reasoneUsle. I'm 
always mindful of a story I heard many years ago about two 
neighbors who started some arguments which, obviously, 
were going to terminate into difficulties. One of the 
neighbors started a Ceunpaign to build himself up with 
shadowboxing, punching the bag and so forth, and it appearec 
very likely that he was going to be in pretty good shape 
in order to beat up his neighbor and so the neighbor, 
thereafter, concerned as to what would happen to him, 
started to defend himself. You don't wait unWl the 
climax which could be the putsch — you start preparing 
yourself and so I think that the FBI and its officials 
construed this as paramount again in the protection of 
the country . 

/I You' s'aid that 'ia i9ff6,’ there" were \ "small' amount of ' 

Iburglaries. I'm piist wondering how small is,. small and 


who gave the OK. Did this come from President Johnson 
or President Nixon or was this a decision made by Attorney 
General.... 

t MR. KEUjEY: This matter will be discussed in subsequent hearings 

and in reports, and further than what I have stated, I 
cannot comment. . ' . 

QUESTION: iMr. Kelley, were these directed against Americans or 

• foreign persons? 

MR. KELLEX; I would prefer not at this point to make emy comments 

further and particularly not- in particularity as to who 
may have been the ones against whom they were directed. 

^QUESTION: Well, were they all conducted in this country or were 

some conducted overseas? 



MR. KELLEY: -I know of none overseas. 

QUESTION: I Sir, going back to prior to 1966. why was the procedure 

changed in 1966? 

MR. KELLEY: ,i By virtue of the feeling of Mr. Hoover that, iinder the 

. ^ 1 then-prevailing philosophy and the feeling that possibly 

I in the context of the times, this was not a viable 
procedure — they were stopped. It was Mr. Hoover's 
decision. 

QUESTION; \ Sir, can we 'infer that there were quite a number, a" •• 



I Why can't you tell us the number? 


I Because we ' re going to make reports to our Congres- 
■ slonal groups emd to the Department of Justice and, 
I frankly, I can't tell you the number myself. We 
• don't have any.... 

f ' 

They did not entirely stop in 1 966? There wer e 


ANSWER: 

1 Tnere -m^V-Jtiave-Jaeen..3Qme alter laoo wnicn were , 

I of course* foreign counterintelj.!- 

1 gence , and ^ucK 1^ would_m^e a grave impact 

QUESTION: 

{Before that, they were not with the field of foreign 
1 counterintelligence? 

ANSWER: 

1 Oh, yes, there were some in tiiat field also. 

QUESTION: 

1 There were others that were not in the field of 
' foreign counterintelligence before 19667 

ANSWER: 

You recall that I said in the context of the time, 
it may well have been that prior to that time national 
security or counterintelligence or whatever terminology 
you might want to use could have included other areas. 
But, then you began to corapartmentize various types 
of activities and then it became evident that the 
area of foreign counterintelligence national security 
certainly should be differentiated from domestic 
security. „ 

QUESTION: ^ 

But, Mr. Kelley, what policy have you followed in 
the time that you have been Director? Is this type 
of activity, has it been permitted? Is it policy 
now to conduct this kind of activity? 

ANSWER: 

. I have not had a single request to conduct such 
1 activity since I have been made Director. If ever 
emything of this type comes up, and I can't foresee 
this heed, but,' if it ever did come up and it • became ' 
■a matter of grave concern, a matter which is to be. ... 
solyed only through such activity, I would present ^ 
it to -the Attorney General and Would' be guided by ;■ ‘ 
his opinion as to such activity. Frankly, I have \ 

not had 2 uiy such request since I have come aboard. 


( Is that In the foreign field, Mr. .Kelley. Is that 
limited to the foreign field when you say such 
activity? 

JYes, air. Foreign Intelligence, counterintelli- 
Igenee, national security, whatever terminology 
•you want to use. • ' 

•| Back prior to 1966, were emy of those in say 
organized crime Investigations? 

I I know of none.. 

( Would you characterize, Mr. Kelley, what areas they 
were in, please. What areas the pre-1966 burglaries 
took place? Characterize the kinds of investiga-. 
tions they concern? 

1 can not at this point characterize them because I 
J just don't know how they were to be characterized. 

But, it could be that, I would guess, that the 
great majority of them are what we now term counter- 
foreign, counterintelligence, or national security. 

I would say that in all probability the geat majority 
Of them were in that area. That’s where the grave 
concern is. 

I Have you reviewed them from a legal point'of view 
to determine whether any of them at all were con- 
ducted without proper legal authority? 

I We have discussed them with the Department, emd will 
place them in their hands an6 they will make such 
a review. 

I I wanted to ask you if this goes back to World War 
I II, the Korean War, the Vietnam War, the Cold War 
or all of them? 

^They will go back to World War II, I'm confident. 

I Is it possible tp get court authorization by warrant 
/ or whatever means for surreptitious entry as dis-- 
. .tingulshed from, an ordinary search warrant? . .... 

’ / inherent in the request for a' microphone installation-^. 
I there is a matter of surreptitious entry. So, therein' 
f you have a natural concomitant. You do have that 
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t , permission. There is some dictum .to indicate, at 

present, that this may be brought up later. But, I 
know of no authorization which cam be obtained per ae 
for a surreptitious entry. And, at this point, of 
course, the feeling is that these confined as they 
are to foreign counterintelligence it flows from 
presidential authority as 4t applies also to the 
warrantless wiretaps. 

QUESTIOK: | Weren't the civil rights groups, Mr. Kelley, among 

I some of the organizations who were burglarized? 

ANSWER: I'm not going to say anything about where they were, 

I or against which organizations they were directed, 
only to say that they were, Mr. Nelson, and I hope 

*■ that will satisfy you, and I hope that if there is 

any revelation to be made later that they can be as 
complete as possible because, again, we feel that 
the intent was a very good one amd there was no 
illegality concerned. And the impact of it was to 
protect the country. 

QUESTION: i Sir, how can you say that there was no illegality 

I concerned if the Constitution says that you have to 
I have a search warrant to meOce an entry and without, 

I as 1 \Miderstand it, even checking this with the 
I Attorney General, these Agents burglarized private 
premises? 

ANSWER: ,v~ i The resolution of the problem which you now present 
‘ * I is up to the Department and the courts , and I , of 

\ I course, will not engage in anything except to say 

I that in the defense of the men who authorized .and 
i participated, that they had this intent and within 

- f every criminal violation there is a necessity that 

j there be the ingredient of intent and there was none 
' here as far as I can determine. 

QUESTION: 1 Mr. Kelley, would you say, sir, that most of these 

I requests for surreptitious entry flowed from presi- 
' dential authority? Is that what you said, sir? 

ANSWER: < No, I did not say that. I -did not give a complete 

■ ^ I outline as to what the authorizatioa was.. , And,, thisi , 

, , I again will be a, matter which will be discussed in. . 

I the reviews of the Department emd the various Congres- 
sional committees. ‘ \ 
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m QUESTION: 


Sir, would you say that the Cubans who burglarized , 
Daniel Elzberg's psychiatrist's office should not 
have been convicted then since they thought that 
they were on a national security mission? They 
didn't intend to violate any laws. That was their 
testimony. 

< 

I have no judgment insofar as that because my 
province is in presenting the facts and for the 
review imd determination by the courts 2 uid if such 
an inference was made it was not intended by me 
to give them any sanctuary. I'm trying to keep in 
the area of our facts and that particular thing as 
to whether or not they had any intent or whether or 
not it is^ a viable defense is up to the courts. 

J Mr. Kelley, did you twice mention that you expect 
I some resolution to this question in the courts? 
t ' ' How is it going to get into the courts? 

■I I don't know. It possibly will be some sort of a 
B defense, rather some sort of a presentation to the 
I courts by the Attorney General . He has indicated 
I that perhaps this being a Constitutional question — 

I it being a matter of the executive privilege of the 
I presidential power — that it might well be necessary 
* to have such a review to determine. 

I Were all of these break-ins conducted with the 
I permission of either the Attorney General or the 
I President at the time? Or, were there any that were 
' conducted without such approval? 

( I cannot, at this point, give you any particulars 
about the program. I just say, as I did before, 

2 U)d this. . . . 

Because you don't know or because you're withholding 
comment? 

I'm withholding comment. 

I Mr. K elley. I'm* still unclear about distinctio n 
• ■ I between brealO^ins^before, 1966 and _afterwa Is the ■ 

' • ' I reducti«v'^i'n"”hvunbe'^^ w: '• 

^wa_3 there chanceyin jthe~ limlta tidns ' on. the targets 
-~~^th~ait w ere used? ' • \ 

( There was a change ,J.nsofar_as-.t he targ ets just being 
in the subsequent area confined to those matters which 
were concerned in foreign counterintelligence. 







QUESTION: 

■ ^- M — .- 

ANSWER: 

Q UESTION; 

ANSWER: 


QUESTION: 


ANSWER: 


You imply then that the others con cern domeatl e 

"security ’^'r’^di'3 ’'i^t*'go'"yey on d\lta t7 

This Implicati on is yours, Mr. Rogers, but. . . . 

' I'm trying to recall what you said initially. 

( I said that..,,,.,the^question was aske d me whej^r 

I included dome's tTc'^intel'ligence7.'^«in3/l , SSld'-^"^ 
was confident* ifia€ '^tKe' great ma jority_ was in ^the 
area of. foreign, inteliigehce^r'fb'reign'.. counter- 
intelligence, whate ver .y ou want to call Xt,^JUld 

request - f or any type of activities such as. this 

■- since* you" ha ve Keen .the, last 

I do not know. I do not know. 


QUESTION: 


ANSWER: 


QUESTION: 


ANSWER: 


( Will the material you turn over to the Church 
Committee include full details of everyone of the 
break-ins? 

( It will be a matter which will be completely 
presented to the Attorney General, and, insofar as 
full disclosure by him, that's a question which 
only he can answer. We will report those about 
which we know. 

I Mr. Kelley, you said it was also for the good of 
the country that Agents send letters to school 
boards and principals and others to damage the 
reputation of people working who have had connec- 
tions with groups the FBI had infiltrated. Was 
that also for the good of the country? 

Your statement, was that also for the good of the 
country to do that, to damage the reputation, was 
not the issue. As you pose your question, you 
answered substantially my response that would be 
made. Yes, - I -think that the purpose here was to 
do something that would ultimately end to the ; 
•benefit, of the Nation. In other words,*. I think 
in the so-called COINTEL Program, which you men- 
tioned, that the intent there was one. which had 









[adequate basis. As to the programs, now, indi- 
vidually activities within those programs may be 
suspect. Z have said and repeated that some of 
those activities I would not feel are proper today. I 
wasn't there during the tiiw that all of these programs 
were developed, nor certainly the approval of the 
various activities wi:-hin those programs. Were I to 
have been there, there is some that perhaps I might 
have said, "No I don’t think this is proper." I have 
the benefit of hindsight. I have the benefit of exper- 
ience in local law enforcement which, I think, prepares 
j me to better understand perhaps the intact of some of 
these types of things. They are not at all unknown in 
' the field of law enforcement. In some degree or another 
almost all the law enforcement has engaged in some 
similar types of activities. Not perhaps to the sophistl" 
cation as the COINTEL Program, but the context of the 
time is felt necessary in the present day. We realize 
that different standards should be applied emd they are 
and we do not engage in those activities now. Since 
April, 1971, we cut them off. 

(NOTE TO CORRESPONDENTS AND EDITORS: The preced- 

ing comment by Mr. Kelley concerning local police 
use of efforts similar to COINTELPRO may be open 
to misinterpretation. At his direction the FBI 
later Issued his clarifying statement: "I had in 

mind that law enforcement agencies have used 
methods designed to crpate disunity among the 
criminal element, particularly in organized criine 
and hoodlum gangs. Probably most common vias 
IjJbeling a crime figure as a police informant 
to discredit and destroy his criminal influence. 

These activities to pit one crime figure against 
another have achieved success in neutralizing 
the criminal element.") 

I you said that you disagreed with some of the activities, 
that they were not proper progreuns. Alright, does that 
* mean that there are variations of COINTEL Programs 
still going on? 

In the first place, we deliniate certain programs. 

That’s the overall structure of the full system. 

Within each of these programs there were some activ-' 
ities, individual activities. I feel that the setup 
of the progreuns certainly was directed properly, that 
is, with the intent to preserve the Nation. Insofar 
as some individual activities, yes, I fepl that so^ 




QUESTION: 


ANSWER: 

QUESTION : 

.ANSWER; 
QUESTION ; 

ANSWER: 

QUESTION; 

ANSWER: 

QUESTION: 

ANSWER: 


I When you were an Agent did you engage In any 
break-ins or were you aware .of any bre^dc-ins? 

I Insofar as the matter which you are now discus- 
sing, I think that we can give substantially the 
same answer to this. This l^s a matter which is 
being investigated by the (Department and is being 
investigated by the various committees, particur 
larly the Select Committee of Congress and, I'm 
not saying that Clarence Kelley engaged in such 
activites, or did not engage in these activities. 
I'm merely saying that these have been presented 
for review and they will, thereafter, be discussed 
at some length and any publicity that might be 
given thep; will be that which will be given by 
those more knowledgeable than I. 

Mr. Kelley, to your knowledge have wy members of 
the FBI been involved in the planning or execution 
of assassinations? 

No, sir. I know of none. 

eMr. Kelley, how about the breeJc-in of embassies 
I here in Washington. Have any members of the FBI 
I gained surreptitious entry into any embassies in 
’ Washington? , 

i Without naming or designating victims or insti- 
tutions, I cem only say that there were a few 
concerned with counterintelligence — foreign in 
nature-subsequent to 1966. Further then that 
I cannot say. * 

J A few is 10, 20, 100? When you say few, I'm sure 
I that I'm lost as to how few is a few. 

' Not many. 

Was a lot of this done in Washington as opposed 
to, other cities in the country? 

There, were not a lot, I'm confident of that. And, 
frankly, I don't think that all of the few were 
' c<>nfined to Washington, D. C. , but I can *^t- tell • 
you absolutely that that is true. 
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I QUESTION: Mr. Kelley, were any of these done in conjiinction 

‘ . with the CIA? With their knowledge? 



ANSWER: 


QUESTION: 


ANSWER: 


QUESTION: 


ANSWER: 

QUESTION: 

ANSWER: 

QUESTION: 


ANSWER: 


I know of none. Now, subsequently, perhaps there 
may have been information which did go to them 
but, not insofar as the origin of the information, 

I'm confident of that. w4 were not in partner- 
ship with CIA. 

How about the NSA? .Were there any at these break- 
ins done to help benefit the NSA in its code- 
breaking programs? 

That is a matter which will be developed emd will 
be presented and, it's better for them to comment 
then I. 

Mr. Kelley, the Rockefeller Commission report 
said that, in discussing the CIA's mail cover 
operations, said the FBI only learned about this 
about five years after it was in the works. In 
1958, I believe. Mr. Colby's report to the 
President said the FBI knew about it from its 
conception. Which is correct? . 

It is my understanding it was 1968. 

1958? 

1968. Wait a minute, 1958, 1958. That's right, 

1958. ! 

Mr. Kelley, in the last 50 years, as I understand 
it from FBI officials, there has never been an 
FBI Agent prosecuted for any kind of corruption 
or crime in connection with his official duties. 

Is there any agreement with the Justice Department 
either in writing or any other kind of agreement 
not to prosecute people who may stray from or 
commit crimes but, rather to handle it with 
Internal discipline? 

Mr. Kelly, spelled K-E-L-b-y, there is no such 
agreement. I would not abide by such ait agreement. 

I vehemently oppose any such arrangement and would 
not operate under such arrangement. Np, there is \ 
none, yes, anyone that, within the FBI, will be ' 
prosecuted if there is evidence leading to that 
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QUESTION: 

ANSWER: 


'conclusion. I can assure you absolutely that 
' this is my policy, is the policy of the Bureau, 
and that we will pursue them as vigorously as 
we possibly can. There's nothing worse in ny 
estimation than the betrayal of trust and that's 
what we have when one of your own people defects 
'and gives sanctuary and assistance to the 
crmlnal world. . ' ’ I 

How do you account than for the fact that there 
has been no one who has strayed across the line 
in all these years?' It's almost unhuman. 

Hell, 1 appreciate your compliment, Mr. Kelly, 
which I agree with, there has been none. There 
have been, of course, some allegations made 
from time to time, all of which have been pursued 

■ imd found to groundless. I think that it's 
inherent in an organization which is closely 
scrutinized, an organization" which has a strong 
inspection system but, more than anything else, 
is the choice of people who are not susceptible 
to this type of thing. UnquestionedJly, in such 
a screening process some might get through. 

But, than, within the FBI is a built-in system 
which further prevents this possibility and that 
is a tremendous pride in this very matter. That 
is, that there has been no corruption, tod, Z 

am confident that Agents working with one another, 
although, will, of course, on ocrrasion be sym- 
pathetic to an Agent who possibly may be drinking 
too much or may possibly, >for other reasons in 
the area the morals might digress to some extent, 
they absolutely will not countenance corruption 

■ or defection to the criminal element or otherwise 
contaminate that splendid reputation of the Bureau. 
It's a unique situation. It's difficult for sonie 
to understand. But, it's a built-in barrier to 

an extension of this type of activity and, some- 
thing of which we will have tremendous pride and I 
personally would not hesitate one second to pursue 
any allegations such as this, feeling that although 
It may get wide publicity, although it may, to some 
extent, harm' the credibility of the FBI, it must 
be done.- tod, I assure you, will be done. Unusual 
perhaps, but nonetheless, it is present and we will 
persist with this type of activity. We don't ask 
our Agents to squeel on one another, we point out 
the splendid reputation that is inherent within 
our tradition and is one of the finest traditions 
you can possibly build. 
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QUESTION: I Mr. Kelley, earlier you spoke of the advantages and limitations 

'I of hindsight. After having examined the records of the break-ins 
I and other surreptitious activity, you observed that you thought it 


was well Intentloned, I believe, in most cases. Did you also 
observe that there was any gross misuse of authority In the 
process of that? 

MR. KELLEY: I do not note In these activities any gross misuse of authority. 

I see a consistent thread of well-intentioned activities. Perhaps 
now In the present society, and In the context of now and in those 
times. I do not feel that it was a corruption of the trust that 
has been placed In us; As now we have determined a valuation 
that perhaps could be wrong', but in those days there was no 
Intention to engage In activities which were prohibited. Illegal, 

. or otherwise wrong. 

QUESTION: Mr. Kelley, why wouldn't an act like the bugging of Martin Luther 

King's hotel room have been a betrayal of trust? These Agents 
took an oath under the Constitution and that was prohibited by 
Federal law at that time. 

MR. KELLEY: There have been^a number of articles written about this situation. 

’ this situation; I feel that the authority stenimed Iron 

• ’ the proper source. It was a matter which was construed in those 

times as of considerable concern to the country, and the FBI act€ 
In accordance with the request .which was made that It be installe 


You say that It was a matter which was then a violation of the 
• law. Within the warrantless wiretaps under ordinary clrcum 
stances they could conceivably be construed as a violation, but 
under the umbrella of the protection of the country they have 
been authorized, so I don’t subscribe to the feeling that they 
knowingly. In such an 'installation, vilated the Uw with the 
Intent to violate the law. 

QBEOTON: Mr. K.m,, «lU-doe. the TBI etm-eon.pll. pere«M 

information on the personal behavior Of Members Of Congress, 

members of the press, and other people? 

MR. KELLEY: The FBI receives a great deal of Information from time to time. . 

We are charged when we have a complaint to write up that 

. complaint. We feel that not only are we following the archival 

. ^ rules that such must be recorded, but also we feel In discharge 

\ , of our duties we should record It because such information might 

• weU dovetail with some investigation that we are conducting, 
people come to us to tell about these things for reasons-not 
Just to spill out gossip and rumor and to possibly put someone 

on the spot. We Worm them, for example, at the time they 

: ' " ' ' ^ submit this information a record w^^^ 

' outside the Jurisdiction of the FBI we so state. They know before 
they leave, for example, that nothing will be done about It other 

than to record It. ' 


But It Is put In the files? ^ , 

Yes, It Is put In the files. Yes sir. 

Whether it has to do with sex activities, or drinking too much, 

$ ^ 

or what have you? 

The allegations within the complaint are put Into the complaint 
and are put into the fUe no matter what they might be. Yes. 
Government officials. Members of Congress and the press, 
and what have yoci? 

Yes sir. The Department of Justice and the Bureau are now 
engaged in a mutual venture to set up guidelines as to our 
activity in this regard. We will abide by those guidelines. 

We do want it known, however, that some of this information 
ml^t very well be helpful to us in later Invest lotions. The 
abuse Is the publication of this information, and I know of no 
abuse. Jack, which we can point to. 

Has it been used at times to try to get a person's job? 

I know of none. 

You know of none? 

Now you say to try to get a person's job? Now I don't know of 
all of the activities that we’re- involved in — and L say 'to you, Jack, . 
that yes there have been some accounts as to this effect. I feel 
that actually were there any such activity it was on the basis of a 






feeling that these things were true and that they were of such 
importance that they should be passed on. Some of these, of 
course, are in the COINTEL Program. I was not privy to some 

I ' 

of these allegations. • 1 assure you that this will not ccmtinue to 
the present time. I have been asked what about your own feeling 
about such information. Since I have arrived I have not had a bit 
of gossip or a bit of rumor sent to me and this is over two years. 
I have not reviewed files to find out about reporters. Congress- 
men or other public figures. I do not subscribe to that type of 
thing. I have a Hie on me. It is a quite lengthy file, u includes 
the Investigation conducted about me at the time I was being 
considered. I understand it is quite voluminous. I assure you 
that I have not read that file. 1 do not know who made 
complimentary statements about me. I don't know who made 
derogatory statements. Perhaps, maybe, some of you may 
have made such statements. I don’t want to be colored in my 
opinion about you by some statements which you may have made 
In good faith, and I think this substantially Is what It is all about. 
The confidentiality and the privacy of individuals. If you, Joe 
. - . • . -Lasteiic,. want to th^e a statem^t about me; -you should, i ■ 


think you should be given that right, and I think that the proper 
forum is in one of confidentiality. I have not read those so-callet 
gossip, rumor, or other objectionable types of materials. I am 



QUESTION; 


MR. KELLEY: 
QUESTTON: 


MR. KELLEY: 


QUESTION: 


MR. KELLEY: 


not going to read them, and I certainly do not sponsor any move 
to revive anything such as may have once existed. 

Those files will remain? Rumors, gossips — gossip, whatever 

< * 

is in It? 

Yes sir. ' . , 

You said that you don't question the motives of people who come in 
to give you information. Do you ever check out the information 
that was given to you about the people ? 

If it is within our jurisdiction and makes allegations which may 
mount into a violation, yes, we check them out. But a mere 
allegation that so and so is a sex deviate or that he is going 
around conducting himself other than in a gentlemanly manner 
and so forth, no, we do not just on the bare gossip Stage check 
that out. , 

But, nevertheless, that remains in file. You don't check that 
out, that remains in the person’s file unevaluated and raw. 

Is that correct? 

That's right. Now the Implication is that you should possibly 
clear'the man. In so doing you would, of course, be violating 
your charter which is that you do hot Investi^e matters bit this 
type. You might also by vlrture of this glve-it some degree 'bi 
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statute by investigating It. But more tl^ anything else if we 
have no business in it we shouldn't be checking It out and we 


K you have no business in it, why are you in It at all? 


IR. KELLEY: We did not enter Into it. 


Is this a file that Is a part of the FBI records ? 


MR, KELLEY: Yes sir. 

QUESTION: You won't always be the FBI Director? 

MR. KELLEY: That's rlg^it. I am confident of that, I am with you a thousand 

percent. 

QUESTION: Mr. Kelley, can you tell us when you first learned of the files that 

Mr. Hoover kept that were called his confidential or OC files and 
whether or not anyone within the Bureau knew ahout those files 
and failed to tell you about them ? 

MR. kELLEY: Jack, that's a long answer, but 1 will try to brief it. I first learned 

of the possibility that these files existed in January, 1974. I then; 
was presented a list of some of the files and called in one of the 
Assistant Directors and said what is this all about. Should they 
be Integrated into the general file system, and 1 mean by that that 

. V’' we have a general file system^. We have a section of our files whicl 

aie kept in a separate room because we don't want everyone to 




man wKn -uiaQ rharaftH 


with the responsibility of looking Into this then within a few 
months retired. The next stimulation of this situation arose 
after a statement appeared In the paper mentioning these files 
and we Immediately talked aUouV this. StlU I did not look at the 
files. I then Instructed that our Inspection Division go over them and 
make a listing of them, categorizing them. Some of them, of 
course, were purely administrative, some Included Information 
as outlined by Mr, Levi. Such a listing was made and was turned 
over to the Department. Thereafter Mr. Silberman looked them 
over and thereafter Mr Levi looked them over and I made a 
rather cursory check of them myself. Why did I not look these 
files over In the first place? I did not construe them as being with- 
in the realm of the so-called dossiers that had been mentioned 
before and during, certainly, my confirmation. 1 said I did not 
subscribe to the preparation or retention of dossiers on Congress- 
• men nor members of the Senate. I stiU persist In that and we have 
not. My references were about those which were declared 
Improper during Mr. Gray's administration and they were at that 
time stopped. These were dossiers that were prepared on candidate 

■ for Membefs of Congress arid those who felled in 

were destroyed. Those which were successful were put Into yie 
general files. We no longer do that and frankly, in my opinion, 
this Is what was referred to. I feel that these files should be 
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maintained confidential. I still have not given them a close 
review. I have not done so for the very reason as I mentioned 
about my own file. I don’t think it wUl benefit me to go over 
them. Under archival rules they must be preserved. In the 
guidelines which are to be established, I wUl welcome any 
reasonable guideline which says we either do or do not preserve 
them. I am anxious for us to do our work. the way it should be 
done. More than that, I cannot say. 

Mr. Kelley, there have been suggestions that your absences 
from Washington for family reasons have prevented you from 
getting the kind of control of the Bureau that you would have if 
you were here all the time. I am wondering how you respond 

to that kind of suggestion? . ' ' 

My response is that I feel that I have been able to maintain 
control. I am certainly in constant touch. I have telephone 

• calls that are relayed to me when I have made such trips. I am • 
confident that the executive staff of this Bureau is solidly behind 
me. I say this Inasmuch as I have somewhat a feeling such as 
may be implied in your question. I must as a result of 

• ’ condltioils that you know about make these trips. If I feel that In 

BO do'lng it wUl endanger my administrative control and my ^ 
capability of doing that which I think should be done, I wUl leave. 
\ • 

28 ^-;^ . .... .. • ■ 


I 
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There is no question whatsoever because that which I say spiles 
to others should also apply to me. But, 1 do feel that I have 
control of the organization. 1 have known of no disruptive tactics that 
might have been launched to uhseat me and again were there any 
evidence of that and found, in my opinion, to be one which is well 


grounded, I would immediately leave. 

Mr. Kelley, if I can return for fee moment to the subject of 


break-ins. You .said that conditions of national security and 
foreign intelligence— there may have been other areas. I wonder 
if you can be a little clearer on whether there were any break-ins 
that were not related to foreign intelligence or national security? 


II know of none. 



Thank you Mr. Kelley. 
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Asatatant Attoroay Genaral 
Civil Rlghta Uviaioo 

Olractor, VBl 


1 - Hr. Adaw 
1 - Mr. Walsh 
1 - Mr. Mints (Attii^ 
(Bouts thru 
lor ravlow) 

1 - Mr. Bassett 
1 - Mr. Leavitt 
1 > Mr. Cassidy (At' 


July If, 1970 


aorandoai datsd 


Bsfsrsncs la aads to your MBorandoai dated ^ e.o 

/^''"^April 21. 1979, captioned "Surreptitious Entries,” which . ccz 

^ VhaV lutsvlBl ami Wiles he eade available 


re<iaested that certain aaterial and files be sade available ^ 
lor review by representatives of the Civil Mights Uvialon. 

Category B cl this seaorandun concerns the Socialist 
Workers Party (SffP), its aenbers, nadM|t|^n^^lMcialB.cr3 ' ' 
Question 10, Category B, concernsfll^B^HBm^^^pwho 'T-~ i 
was investigated as a nesber ol the Detroit Chapter of the ISg 
SWP. A Security ol Governnent Bnployeea (S(a) investigation^ 
-wau also conducted during 1973 based on her seploysent with ^ 
the O.S. Oeparteent of Interior. ' ^ 

I As you are aware, the Detroit 8GB report dated 'o 
April 18, 1973, contains a letter dated Mar^^9^l971^^^^J^^ 
addressed to "Dear Coarade,” and signed 

79>e concluding sentence In Question 10, Category B, Of your 
leliterereads "State specifically how the Bureau obtained ^ 
posAsMon ol the March 29 letter.” 


U/' .ijtt is also noted that during the hearings before 
ttte, SeldclP Conn lttee on Intelligence . D.8. Bouse of 
U^jfoDtMtivesfl||HHi^^^H^H9snbeltted as affidavit 
on^o^mb^ Id, 1975, wherein she alleged that the above 
letterS^^obtained through a burglary of tb» SWP .C^loe 
1 . 

Oe troll AEfZiSed that the Agents 
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Asslatuit Attornay tenarml 
Civil Ki^te DiviaiOB 


Dm Oatroit aa car ity fila ragmrdia 

H^Hfravamls that tha lattar «u raoaivad ixtm aa aaoeyaoaa 
■ ourca on Rovaabar S, 1971« and vaa pXaoad la tUaiila ^ 

Ivho haa ainoa baaa traaafarrad to our Ciiarlotta OKfio 

invaatiaatiaa la Oatroit «aa haadlad dariag 
.0 oootlauas to ba aaaignad to a«* 



Tha fila ooncaraiag tba abova iaforaant «aa 
ra viaaad aod it eontainad ao inforaatioa iodieatiac tbat 
8AHm|bad racaivad thia lattar froa tbat particular aouroa. 

IB ordar to ra^poad to your raquaat, tba apaciai 
Aganta to Cbarga of tba Cbarlotta and Oatroit_Officaa aara 
instruotad <m JTuna f, 1976|toiatarviav toa 

Cbarlotta Offica and BifUHHvof tha Batroxt offica an 
to Imowladga aitbar nay ponsana oonoaraing tbia aattar. 


On Juna S3, 1S76, tba abova-nantionad aaourity 
.tha abova-nantionad lattar aignad by 
xia aouroa atatad tbat ba baa ao 

0< ftu4 uaS *&0 luvft** wuO Sft/ hATS 

fumiabad it to tba TBI. 


Attaehad for your inforaatioa ara too oopiaa 
of a Lattarhaad Maaorandun praparad at Cbarlotta datad 
Juna 14, 1976, and two copian of a Lattarhaad Maaorandun 
at Oatroit : datad Juna 10, 1976. 


Tba abova infomatlon raporta tba raaulta of 

a^9»grbt>a iHr* af ^ — 


tha aouroa of tba lattar and thaaa oontaota do not raaolvo 
tha aattar. If you vinb additional invantigatioa to ba 
conductad, plaasa advioa tba natura and acopa of invaatigation 
you daatra^ 

to. • 

Enoloouraa • 4 

ry- 

/3oa ssosorandua It.L. Shacbalford to Hr,__T,M£lAavitt, 
datad 7/2/767 captioned as above, prepared by 

Copy of cover memo 7/2A6, Shackelford tappRoreo: 

Leavitt, re Surreptitious Entries and memd”®'^- 
to AAG Civil Div. furnished to SAC — 2 - oil, ad 
L ong, 7/15/76, per Director's sst. Dir.; 

instructions. "" 

WLR 



^ Laboratory 

IntellTWW^f Legsl Coun.... 

Ext. Affairs.' Plan, i Eval.. 

.fu*' Fin. i Pars Rec. Mgmt.._ 

Gen. Inv Spec. Jnv 

Ident - Training 
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I UNITED STATES Gt .RNMENT 


from : a. B. Fultonfl 


subject; surreptitious entries 


1 - R. w.. Gallagher 

1 -J. B. Adams 
1 -J. A. Mints 
1 -T. W. Leavitt 
1 -R. E. Long 

date: 7/21/76 
1 -A. B. Fulton 



JUNE 


Reference memorandum A. B. Fulton to Mr. T. W. oi. 
Leavitt, 7/14/76, captioned "Surreptitious Entries." (Copy 
attached) 


To record for information a conversation on 7/9/76 
between Departmental Attorne^H^^^^^^^Gardnei^and Intelli- 

the subject of to provide 

IMr. Gardner, for his approval, a copy of attached nitel 
to all field offices; for approval to send attached letter 
Ito the Assistant Attorney General, Civil Rights Division. 

Referenced memorandum reports a discussion with 
Departmental Attorney Gardner as to whether or not all Bureau 
field offices should be instructed to review their symbol ^ 
number indexes for evidence of entry activities. On 7/8/76, 
Mr. Gardner advised he would consider the Bureau's proposed 
[survey; on 7/9/76, Mr. Gardner advised he had no objection '■ 
[to the survey. Mr. Gardner asked that he be furnished a 
copy of the communication being sent to the field, and a 
copy of the survey results. On 7/20/76, Legal Counsel recom- 
mended that the communication going to all field offices 
be provided for advance approval to Mr. Gardner. .r: 

RECOMMENDATIONS ; SX pr/\ Q — 

1. That attached f ielwiae®nitel be furbished 
to Mr. Gardner, for his approval, by a represent^i^j^c^g 


Ail '7:^^! ^ 




Rv=/(j J.. 


CONTINUED - OVER 


» A -i t d 




O Q 107 C Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
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Memorandum to Mr . Leavitt 
Re: Surreptitious Entries 

66-8160 

2. That, on approval of Mr. Gardner, attached 
nitel be sent to all field offices. 


3. That attached letter to Assistant Attorney 
General, Civil Rights Division, be furnished to the Department. 




APPROVED: Ext. Affairs Laboratory. 

Assoc. Dir Fin. & Pars Le^al Coun. 

Dep, AD Mm Can, l.-.v Plan. S. Eva 

Dap. AD Meml. 

Asst Dir.: i/' Inspection,.*. Spec. Inv. 

APm. Serv.il Intell'lSor.ril.s^ Training.. 



DETAILS: 


Memorandum A. B. Pulton to Mr. T. W. Leavitt, 

7/14/76, captioned "Surreptitious Entries," outlined a con- 

a Bureau proposa^^^^canva^^all^fifld^^l^^es for a review 
of symbol number indexes. The purpose of such review is 
to determine whether or not there exist symbol numbers assigned 
to surreptitious entries which have not yet been brought 
to the attention of Headquarters and the Department. 


r 


On 7/9/76, Mr. Gardner said he would have no objection 
to this proposed action. He asked that he be furnished 
a copy of the communication being sent to all field offices; 
however, that it was not necessary that the communication 
be furnished to him in advance. He asked that a copy of 
the communication be furnished to the special task force 
conducting the Surreptitious Entry Investigation. 


On 7/20/76, Legal Counsel recommended that a copy 
of the communication being sent to the field be approved 
in advance by Mr. Gardner. 
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1 - F. C. Fehl 1 - Jy-B. Adams 

1 - R. J. Gallagh^ - jf 1. Mints 

1 - Leavitt 

1 - R.'e. Long 

1 - A. B. Fulton 


CODE 


TELETyPE 




/- 


TO ALL SACS 


JDLY 22, 197« 


FROM DIRECTOR FBJ- (66-8160) 


m 


^^RRE PTITIODS ENTRIES; BUDfiUt JULY 29, 1976. JUKE 

IN COMNECTION WITH THE INQUIRT INTO MATTERS INVOLVIHG 

SURREPTITIOUS ENTRY, AND THE SEARCH FOR DOCUMENTS RELATING TO 

POLICIES, PROCEDURES, AND ENTRIES THEMSELVES, IT IS BELIEVED 

^ NECESSARY THAT FIELD OFFICE INFORMANT SYMBOL NUMBER INDEXES 

^ BE SEARCHED TO DETERMINE WHETHER OR NOT ALL SYMBOL NUMBERS 

' ^3 ASSIGTTED TO SURREPTITIOUS EOTRIES HAVE BEEN BROUGHT TO THE 

\ ATTENTION OF FBI HEADQUARTERS AND THE DEPARTMENT. 

. % 

\ ACCORDINGLY, YOU SHOULD SEARCH APPROPRIATE INFORMANT 

'‘V ^ LiO "Si SYMBOL NUMBER INDEXES (SECURITY, CRlI-tlNAL, EXTREMIST) FOR THE 

B liS t'^^PERIOD 1960 TO THE PRESENT. ELIMINATE THOSE NUMBERS WHICH 

^ BE IDENTIFIED POSITIVELY AS LIVE INFORMANTS, TECHNICAL"^ ^ 

SURVEILLANCES, MICROPHONE SURVEILLANCES, OR TRASH OR 


V 




y 


COVERAGE, AND FURNISH TO FBIHQ THOSE 


CANNOT IDENTIFY AS ONE OF THE AFOREME 


//V/^ 




SYMBOL NUMBERS ASS^BJetO^O 
and "ANONYMOUS SOURCES." 


:NinOHED, INCLUDINfir' 

F 6 ' ^ J 3 

KIFIDEITrlAL SOURCES, 


- Assistant Attorney General 
Civil Rights Division 


_ CONFIDEI^' 

FEODiAL eUii£W OF IHYBTI8WWM 

COMMUNI(»TIOHS section . 

• JULS?^ 

.ii31976 





SEE NOTE PAGE 2 
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AUG 4 1976 
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TELETYPE UNIT CI3 
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PAGE WO M-8160 
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OTomo.. M . 


Biro 


APPRC3VAL OP CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISICM: 
NOTE 




5?? I X B. Ptilton to Mr. 

Sni pr.p«.« 



^ l-)M(e-) 


1 B. 

1 ( i* *• 

1 i f. C. 


A 


Assistant Attorney General 
Civil Rights Division 

Director, FBI 


'^SURREPTITIOUS EHTIUBS 


Adaas 
Mints 
Fehl 

1 - R. J. Gallagher 
1 - T. W. Leavitt 
1 - R. E. Long 
1 - A. B. Pulton 

July 23, 1*76 


All 

mi 

[)j\T[ '3-/o-gA R Ysa^d 





Reference is made to a July *, 1976, conversation 
of Mr. williaa L. Gardner and a represaatatlva of the Intelli- 
gence Division wherein Mr. Gardner interposed no objeetiw 
to an FBI Headquarters (PBIHQ) proposal to canvass certain 
indices, in all field offices. In a farther effort to Identify 
surreptitious entry activity. 

Enclosed for your files Is wse copy of a field- 
wide cowiunicatlon entitled “Sutreptitlous Entries," dated 
duly 22, 1976. This cosngunication has been reviewed by Mr. Gardne: 

For your inforaatlon, each field office aaintains 
an index of informant symbol numbers assigned to technical 
surveillances, microphone survelllences, trash and mall 
covers, and Uva informants. This index, for security pur- 
poses, is maintained separately fren the field office , general 
Indices. When an office assigns a symbol number to sn infer- ^ 
mant, this aomber Is communicated to FBIBQ where it is recorjM^p 
in sn appropriate index. ^ //^/^ 

Durlngjthe course of our response to Departmental 
inquiries eoncer^ng surreptitious entries, we have consulted 
appropriate symh^ number Indices at FBIBQ to develop infor- 
mation about entries. We have not, except In specific cases. 

We are presently unaware of any evidence suggesting O 
that a canvass of each office's symbol number index will 
—uncover entry activities not slreedy known to FBIBQ, or 
'Zioported to the Department or plaintiffs in the Socialist 
Workers Party civil actionj however, we believe in the In- 
erest of completeness that such a survey would be ipprfiprl ite 


you 


Enclosure 
„.ic~Z36-8160 
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dvliiea iitaife results of thi^sum^ejfg 1976 
MAllUIIO 
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TELETYPE UIOT I 1 


% 

-EOUTE IN ENVEL( 


SEEIOTE PAGE 2 




Assistant Attorney General 
Civil Rights Division 


tIOTB : 

7 / 21 / 76 , 


See neaoranduii A. B. Fulton to Mr. T^W^Legjl^^^ • 
'Surreptitioue Sntrles,* prepared 




APPROVED: 
f^ssoc. Dir — 

Oep. AO Adm.,— - 
Dep. AD InvSlG^ 


Ext Affairs- 
Rn. & P«ra- 
Gen. inv..— 


ident — — - — 


Uaboratory— 
Legal Coun.J 
Plan. & Eval 
Rec. MgnriL. 
Spec. Inv — 
training — - 
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'■'rT NR 003 00 CODE 
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ftMm 


4t40 m Nlia JULY 23, 1976 JRX 
TO DIRECTOR (66-8160) 

FROM COUOMBI4 (66-101) 

JUN^^ 

NT^EHTIOIIt INTELLIGENCE DIVISION, IS-3 SECTION 
^SWR EFT IT 10 US ENTRIES. 



Auoc. Dir- 
Dep.-AD.-Adm 
Dep.-AD.-Inr- 
A»t Dir.: 

Adm. Serr. — 

Ext AJfair, | 

Pin. * Pen 
Gen. Ihy. . 

Xdene. . 

Inspeclii 
Intell 

Laboratory — .J 
Legal Conn. 

Plan. A EeaL _] 
Eec. Kgmt 

Spec. Dit. 

Training 

Telephone fim. 
Di^^r Sec*y | 
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REBura jaY 23, 1976. 

A COLOMBIA DIVISION SEARCH OF APPROPRIATE INFORMANT SYWOL NUMBER 
INDICES REQ/WDINQ ANY POSSIBLE SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES WAS DETERMINED 
TO BE NEGATIVE.- 
END 


ISIBLE SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES WAS DETERMINED 
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a SEP 2 1976 




ti 

3 SEP 15 1976 


liA. 


Ati0P» NITEL JULY Zi, 1976 SKF 
TOt DIRECTOR (66-8160) 


EL, PASO (66-1655) //I// 


fWikU. bWM) UF WVESTIMTIOX 

COMMUNIWTIONS SECTION 


INTO, IS - 3 


'SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES. SUDED* JULY Z9, 1976, 


RE BUREAU NITEL To ALL SACS, JULY 


id 


A search of the el PASO INFORMANT SYICOL NUMBER 
INDICES (SECURITY, CRIMINAL, EXTREMIST) FOR THE PERIOD 
I960 TO THE PRESENT REVEALS NO NON-LIVE INFORMANTS. 


log 

- 7 j- -Q 

3 SEP a 1976 

ROir:z IN ENVTILOPJI 


6 SEP 15 1976 





FH»M.BUK«m:B(VESTiMTIO« 

COMMUNICATIOHS SECTION O 


NR 005 RC CODE X 

52SPM NITEL JUl/fgS, 1976 VLH 


ECTOR, FBI (66-8160) 


>SaC, rapid city (66-3437) 


INTELLIGENCE DIVISION; IS-3 SECTION 


'%r&i 


IntelL 

Laboratorr"^^ 
Le^ Conn. ^ 
Plan. * Ew 

Rec. Mgmt. — ■ 

Spee. InT. 

Training 

Telepi^one RnL 
Director See'y - 


-Surreptitious entries 

— 3‘S.> 

RE BUREAU TELETYPE TO ALL SACS, JULY 23, 1976. 

REVIEW OF Rapid city indices fails to reflect any 

NUMBEI?S WHICH CAN BE POSITIVELY IDENTIFIED TO THOSE 

Categories as mentioned in referenced teletype. 

THEREFORE, NO NUMBERS BEING FORWARDED BUREAU. 


Ml gP!P»;-r->. 


'iVV.'oA*-' — 




fi SEP 1 5 ISTf 


3 Sli^ 2 1976 




euREN) OF hweshgatiw 
^ COMMUNICATIOHS SECTION 



NReev fP CODED 
8:07 PM NITEy4/23/76 RJG 
0; DI^TOR, FEI (66-8160) 

FROM: /SAC, MINNEAPOLIS (100-J7 1-SUE 5) 


JUNEi 


Surreptitious entries? euded july as, 1976. 


C) 


Amoc. Dir. 
D^-AJ>. 

Dep.-AJD^InT 

I AmL Dir.: 

Adm. 8«rr. — , 

Exb Affair* — 

Fin. A Pen 

Gcb. InT. 

Ideot 

iDspectioB 

IntelL 

Labor»torr 

Lesml Coon. 

Flan. A EraL - 

Bee. Mgmt. 

Bpee. lar. 

Txainiu® — 

I Tdephone Rm. 
VDiiector Sec’ 




7 //. 




RE bureau NITEL TO ALL SAC’S DATED JULY 23, 1976, 




Page one, paragraph tvo, line three of referenced nitel 
indicated the period of search from 1960 TO THE PRESENT. 
MINNEAPOLIS DESIRES TO KNOW IF i960 IS CORRECT OR IF THE DATE 
SHOULD BE 1966. 





IICATIOHS SECTION 



NR00S AX CODE 


9:25PM NITEL JULY 23,1976 NXC 


M UJ(lM 


DIRECTOR (66-S160) 


ALEXANDRIA (66-U5> 


ATTENIIONi INTELLIGENCE DIVISION, INTERNAL SECURITY - 3 


JUNE 

O 

SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES; BUREAU DEADLINE JULY 29, 1976. 


REVIEW OF ALEXANDRIA OFFICE INFORMANT SYMBOL NUMBER 


IICICES DETERMINED NO SYMBOL NUMBERS HAVE BEEN ASSIGNED TO 



SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES. 


RJP FBI HQ CLR 




o:Q^/niuL-mi 


route in envelope 


® Sfp j. 


6 SEP 151976 








‘^"WWMTWIS SECTION 

JUL2b^^ 


Gen. inv. 

Laboratorr — 

Legal CouL 

Plan. & EvaL . 
Rec. Mgmt -.1— 
Spec. Iny. .-i 

Training .— 

Telephone Has. _ 
DiT'-'-c r See’y «« 


m BBS BT CODE 


4tiB PH na oaLY zs, ists 


MOR (66-BI6B) 


BUTTE (C6-I661) 


ATTENnONt IS - S SECT ION 


SURREPT n lOUS entries, BUDEDI J ILY 29,^^S7_y 
‘ REBUNHEL TO ALL SACS, JU.Y 23^19T«. 





BUTTE DIVISION SYHBX NUMBERS HAVE BEEN REVIEWED SINCE 


1960, ALL ARE ACCOUNTED EOR AS LIVE INFORMANTS, NO SYMBOL 


m 


NUMBERS ASSKNED TO HIOtLY CONFIDENTIAL SOURCES OR ANONYMOUS 
SOURCES. 


HEC-2§ 
ST 103 


I 


EFG FBIHO 


® SEP 2 1976 s 




SEP 15 (376 



6 


0 
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FHDaW. BUREAU Of IHVESnOATlOA 
COMMUNICATIOHS SECTION 

JUL 

TELEinfPE 


NR B0S CV CODE 

4ll9 F« NlTEy^Y E«, 1976 ».» 

TO I DIR^TOR f«6-8l60) 

FROn t CLEVELAND (66-568B> 

ATTN^ INTO IS-3 SECTION 
JUNE ^ 

^ SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES. BUOEDI JULY E9, 1976, 
RE BUREAU TELETYPE, JUL'^23.^lN76, 


Asaoe. Dir. 

Dep.-A.D-- AdTH . — 
Dep.-A-D.-InT— 
Asst Dir.! 

Adm. Serr. — 
Ext Affaiw — 
Fin. ft Peri 

Gen. Iny. — 

Ident 

Inspection — ■-» 
IntelL 

IjtboratorT — - 

Leffftl Com 

Flu. A Bril — 
Eu Ufnil. — 
BpM. Iw. 



A search of appropriate informant symbol number 

INDEXES (SECURITY, CRIMINAL, EXTREMIST) FOR THE PERIOD 1960 
TO THE PRESENT ELIMINATED ALL AS THOSE FALLING IN THE 

Categories mentioned in referenced teletype, there were 

NONE pertaining TO SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES. 

END. 





0 



<- 




MR00S HO fLAlK 


fmew-Bwauaf wvEsiiGATioN 
COMIMfiailOIIS SECTION 

TafTvpe 


9114 PN NITEL JULY E€, 197C CPff 
T» DIRECTOR, FBI 
FROM / HOUSTON (6S-|T|S> 

aNTELLIGENCE DIVISION, ATTNi IS -3 SECTIONj 

JUNE 

^surreptitious entries j BUDED JULY 29, 197S. 



D"p -A.P-Adi H .-» 
Dep -A — 

AMt Dir.: 

Adui. Serr. 

Ext Affair* — 

Fin, & Per*-- 

Gen. in^' 

Lftboi'atorv - 
Legal CoozL 
Plan. A EtiJ. — 
Bee. Mgmt - 

Spec. 

Trainir.g - 
T^epbone Rm. — 
IPirect.r ?* ’■ 





- it c V 

RE BUTEL, JULY 23, r97«. 


Ml mm 

CAiEg y^-fA ''"g ifspc^ 


IN COMPLIANCE WITH RETEL, A SEARCH OF ALL INFORMANT SYMBOL 
NUMBERS INDICES, INCLUDINQ SYMBOL NUI6ERS ASSIQNEB TO 
"HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL SOURCES" AND "ANONYMOUS SOURCES', HAS BEEN 
CONDUCTED. ALL HAVE BEEN ELIMINATED IN ACCORDANCE VITH CRITERIA 
SET FORTH IN RETEL WITH EXCEPTION OF FOLLONiNGl , 

CONTACTED MARCH 24, 1969 IN CONNECTION VITH 

investigation OFMHHHBHIHHIliAKA; espionages 
0UFILH 
END 

EFG FBIHQ 
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SI 109 
lREC-29 


JTl^ 


y. I - - 


iiOi 


jPE 


r/tf/rf ^ i SE^ ^ 

ay ^/»au A/u/nart^ 

/a/ 0£X ^ /S-3 -re-cr/'cA).^^^ ‘ 
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NR 006 LS OODED^^ ' 

6i47 PM NITEL" 7/26/76 BDH 
TO DIRECTOR (66-8160) 
FROM^LOUISVILLE (66-2587) 


ATTHt IMTELLIQEMCE DIVISION, IS-3 SECTION 


Auoe. Dir. 
®*P-AJ),A4 il 
D q>.-AJ).-InT_^ 
A«t Dir.: 

Adm. Snr. 

AttMhi 
Pin. A P m. 

Gen. Inr. i 

Ident. I 

Inepeciiia, 

Intel!. 

l^rntory 

Wei Conn.^ 

Plea- * Brel 

I Rec. Mjmt 

Sp«t Inr. 

Treininu 

I^ephone g-, 
Oir»rtor See> ~ 


SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES, BUDED t JULY 25, 1976 


ALL INFORMANT SYMBOL HUMBER INDICES OF LOUISVILLE ^ 

DIVISION SEARCHED IN ACCORDANCE VITH GUIDELINES FOR THE PERIOD 
1960 TO PRESENT WITH NEGATIVE RESULTS RELATIVE TO "HIGHLY 
CONFIDENTIAL SOURCES" AND "ANONYMOUS SOURCES", 


All 

pf T? K3 -lo-2<^ CaJL 


® SEP 2 197^ 


PUU'IE IN 

SPf'-C. 


6 SEP 15 1976 
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rtOTO^OFIKVISTIMIia, 
COMWWIMTIOHS SECTION 





HRN07 OC OOiE ^ 

4IWPM IITCL 1/Z6/1* mr 

ft DIRECTOR C6S-S1C0) 

FXOMt ^/^^KLAHOMA cut (Cfi-2722-ia> 

attention into, lS-3 SECTION 

5 

'^SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES; BUDEDt 





Assoc. Dir. 
Dct.-A.D.- A f?m- I 

Dep.-A.D.-Iar«. 
Asst Dir.: 

Adm. Serr. , 

Ext Attain I 

Fin. A Pen 
Geat. Inr. . 

Ideat 
Inspect 
Inteil. ^ 

Lnboratf 

Le^ Ootm. . 

Plu. A EvnL . I 
Rec. Msmt . 

Spec. loT. ^ 

Training 

Telephone Rz _ 
Sec-, _] 



REBUNITEL TO AU OFFICES JULY si, 1^7^. 

Aa INFORMANT SYMBOL NUMBER INDEXES SEARCHER WITH HO 
NUMBERS DISCOVERED HOT PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED THE BUREAU OR 
IDENTIFIED AS LIVE INFORMANTS, TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCES, 
MICROPHONE SURVEILLANCES, OR TRASH OR HAIL COVERAGE. 

END 

RJP FBIHO 
PLS HOOLO 










leS-mu^u 

REC-29 / 


^-7-7^ 





xIN 


Tp-',' 
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3 SEP 2 197c 




Cilimi 
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0 


tUHW.awaMHJfii»» M4fcrtM » 

'iHMI'N'OftrOIISSECnON 


(*) 


5^TI 


IR 04 PX CODE 
4*05 PM JULY 2S, 19T6 MITEL JRL 
TO DIRECTOM^66-8160) 

FROM RWiMlX <S6-428) (IP) 


JUNE 



A*0oc. Dir.- - 
Dep..A,D..A ijfw. 
Dap.-An.-Tny 

Aut Dir.: 

Adm. Scrr. - 
Ert Affair* 

Gen. Inv. - . 
Ident. 


Inspection 

IntelL ^ 
Laboratory _____ 
Le^l Ccnn. ___ 
Plan. & EtaL __ 
Bee. Mjrmt -■ 
Spec. Inv. ___ 

Tmininj; . 

Telephone RnL __ 
Director Sec'jr . 


- ATTHi INTO IS -3 SECTION. 


^SIRREPTITITIOUS ENTRIES. BOOED* JULY 29, 1976. 


'ft 

m 


RE BUREAU NITEL JULY 23, f976i 
SEARCH OF APPROPRIATE INFORMANT SYMBOL NUWER INDEXES 
FDR PERIOS 1960 TO PRESENT DIO MOT IDENTIFY AMY SYlffiOL NUMBER 
THAT COULD MOT BE IDENTIFIED AS LIVE INFORMANT, TECHNICAL 
SWVEILLAMCE, MICROPHONE SURVEILLANCE OR TRASH OR HAIL 
COVERAGE. 

EM) 


# 









3 SEP 2 1976 







W 
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6 SEP 15 1976 




? 0 - ' 






FEDERM. BUREMI OF INVESTIGATION 

COMMUNICATIONS SECnpN 


3l4Sm ■IIEL/JULY EC, 
FKOM ^VANHAH (CC-ltfl) 

/juw 


A^ENTlOHt 1H1D, lS-9 SECTXOH V L 

^ SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES. NUOEDi JULY 29, 197S. 

informant symbol number, indices, savannah BIVISION, 
(SECURITY, criminal AND EXTREMISTS), SEARCHED FROM THE LATE 
19S0*S TO PRESENT AND NO NUtSERS ASSIQNEB TO ANY SOURCE 
OTHER THAN LIVE INFORMANTS. 


Asaoe. Die. 

Dep.>A.D.-A<hn_«. 

pAp .A D^Twy, _ 

Aaat Dir.: 

Ext Altaira _ 

Fin. & Pen__ 

G«n. InT. 

Ident ' 

Inapoctioa __ 

IntelL 

Ltboratoir 

Legal Conn. 

Plan. A Eml. ^ 
lUe. Kgmt — 
Spec, iw* 

Training 

T«l«nht)M Ka. ^ 
Sec*y 




CCS FBIHO CLR AND TU 


V v - ' ‘ oa^ ^ 

T r.T? 


^-/ni 0 ?k- 3O)(S 


... |sPH 3 gD‘ 




A SEP '151976 
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juMflU Ur I 'l MiMniM - 

'iiiiwniH’BroiisgajnsK 






TELEnK 


Ate c. i>i''. 

Dop.-A.D-Adm. | 

Dep.-A J.-InT^ 

Asst. L'ir.: 




ld«n^ 

Inspcctio 
Intdl. 

LaSf>rat.-ry , 

Lfgal C nrL 
Plan. A EvnL I 




MK B03 SI CODES 

440 r» 0irE>^JK 7-2«-7« 



d 


TO t M RECTOR 

FROMi / SPRIUGFIELO <fifi-l3«8) 

ATTERTlOBt INTELL18E0CE DIVISION (INTERNAL SECURITY - 3 SECTION) 
lUNE 


SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES. BUDED JUNE Z9> 1976. 


RE BUREAU NITEL JULY 23, 1976.^ 

A SEARCH OF SPRINGFIELD’S INFORMANT SYMBOL NUMBER INDEXES 

FOR PERIOD i960 TO PRESENT FAILS TO DISCLOSE ANY SYMBOL NUMBER 

assigned to a SURREPTITIOUS ENTRY, OR ANY SYWOL NUMBER ROT 

accountable AS A LIVE INFORMANT, TECHNICAL SURVEIUANCE OR , 

MICROPHONE SURVEILLANCE, ST 109 // >- 

• REC-ZI ' T" ■ 

END ' 








6 '5EP15 1976 
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S'SSs'Si 
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HR MS HP 
3 >10 PH HlTEL 7/27/7S SLR 
TOt / DIRECTOR, FBI (66.0160) 

SaC, HIHNEAPOLIS (100-171-S3) 


FRO» 

J0^E. 


Ammoc. Dir. 

Dep..AJ).. Arfm 

Dir.; 

Adm. Sot. 

Affairs 

Tin. « Pen, 

®«B. Inv. 

Ida&t. — 

fcrpectioB — _ 

totdl. 

l a b oratory 

l«fml Conn. 

A EraL « 

*•6. Ktttt 

ft)SC. loT. .. 

Tiaiainjc 

TUephone Sai. ^ 
Director 


'SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES. 




V 



RE BUREAU HITOTTb ALL SAC’S DATED JULY 23 
REFEREHCED COHNUHICATIOH REQUEST SEARCH OF ALL INFORHANT 
SYmOL HUHBER IHDEXES TO INCLUDE SECURITY, CRIHINAL, AND 
EXTREMIST FROM i960 TO PRESENT AND ADVISE BUREAU OF ANY ASSIGNED 
TO SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES. 

ON JULY 26-27, 1976, THE APPROPRIATE SEARCH HAS HADE OF 
all 134’S, 137'S, AND 170'S DURING PERTINENT PERIOD. IT HAS 




DETERMINED NO SYWOL NUMBERS ASSIGNED TO SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES 


and all SYMBOL NUMBERS ACCOUNTED FOR. 


END. 
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*3 SEP 



6 SEP 15 1976 
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^CUWL dUKUH) UP WW4lltMM« 

TREIYPE 


^ HR 102 AH CODE 

I Sl92 PM 7-27-7C HITEL HAS 
TOl DIRECTOR, FBI 

ATTHt IHTD, lS-3 SECTIOH 
FRO AHCHORA3E (SC-M) 

^SURREPTITIOUS EHTRIES, BUOEOt JULY 2», 197C. 


Amot. Dir. 

D«^A.D..AdiB — 

D«p^A.Dr-lnT 

AMtlXr.4 

Adm. Serr. 

Ssit Affarr* — 
Fitt. * P6n__ 

ii»T, 

^ 


Lww*tcry . 

L*fml Crwi. 

PI«|. A Ct»L . 

Hec. ll?nit 

9p«e. Inv, 

Training 

Talepbone Bm. ^ 
P i rog*-'- S“c’y 


RE BUREAU TEUTYPE TO ALL OFFICES, JULY 
ANCHORAGE HAS HAD HO KNOWN SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES TO WHICH 
SYMBOL NUMBERS HAVE BEEN APPLIED AND WHICH NUtCERS HAVE NOT 
BEEN BROUGHT TO THE ATTENTION OF THE BUREAU. 




END 


SLR FBIHQ 
TU AND CL 


/9/X 
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-/n/u>tp- soil! 
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0 
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NR 00s DN CODE 
10I29AN NITEL JULY 27, 197« MDP 
TO t DIRECTOR 

FROm DENVER (66-974) 


JUL2V 1976 

iIiSype 


JURE 


attention I INTO, IS - 3 SECTION, 


Assoc. Dir — I 

D^.-A.D.-AdnL_^ I 
D«p.-AD.-Inv« 
Asst Dir.: 

Adm. Serr. 

Ext Affairs 

Fin. A Pers 

G«n. Inv. 

Iden^ 


Dispection 

Intdl 

Laboratory - 

Lc«ral CotllL 

Plan. A EtsL — 
Rec. Mgmt ■ , . 
Spse; lar. 

Traininc - 

Tel^hone &a. ^ 
Director Sec*y __ 


^surreptitious entries 


l/J 






RE BU TEL DATED JULY 23, 1976. 

DENVER SYMBOL NUMBER ENDEXES SEARCHED AND ALL SYMBOL NU«ERS 
SINCE I960 HAVE BEEN ASSIGNED TO LIVE INFORMANTS. NO SYWOL NUWERS 
have been ASSIGNED TO ’HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL SOURCES,’ OR ’ANONYMOUS 
SOURCES. • 


END. 
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# 


,lsSi-iniU>b~30t\-5. 

ALlIfOP-'Tl''IP'‘®S 

( 01 )^ 


3 SEP 2 


6 SEP 15 1976 
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BHeSW OF iNVUillliN'IQN 

'^iniipimnitS3EBR(W 




H> 4CS ^ 

HR M2 MH CODE 

4IH7PN BITEL 27, 1974 HES 

TO DIRECTOR (C6-816f) 

FROM HONOLULU (M-CIS) 

JUNE 


TOCTYPE 


I Assoc. Dir. 

Dep.-.A.D.- Ai<m_ 
Dep.»A.D.-Tn' r- 
I Asst. Dir.; 

Adm. SeiT. 

Ext Affairs 

Pin. A Po y 

Gen. Inv. 

Ident 


Inapeelion 


IntelL . 


Laboratory 

Les^al Conn, . 

Plan. A fisiJ, ^1 
" ■ Tgmt . 

Inr. _ 



ATTENTlOHt IS - 3 SECTION, IHTELLIOENCE DIVISION 

A 


SURREPTITIOUS EHTRlESi BUDEOt JULY 29, 197S. 


APPROPRIATE INrORNAHT SYMBOL HUMBER INDEXES (SECURITY, 
CRIMINAL, EXTREMIST) POR THE PERIOD )9SB TO TNI PRESENT NAVE 
BEEN REVIEWED IN THE HONOLULU OPFICE WITH NEBATIVE RESULTS 
AS TO ANY SYWOL NUMBERS WHICH CANNOT BE IDENTIPIED AS LIVE 
INFORMANTS, TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCES, MICROPHONE SURVEILLANCES, 

OR TRASH OR HAIL COVERS. THERE ARE NO SY(BOL NUMBERS INDICATED 
AS BEING ASSIGNED TO "HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL SOURCES" OR "ANONYMOUS 
SOURCES." (^3 —yy 




END. 


SI 109 ' REC-Z9 
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3 SEP 2 1976, 
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NR00S HE CODE 

»tl5 PH NlTa JULY 27, 1976 J9> 

TO DIRECTOR (66-81601 

/ 

ATTHj IBID / 

IS - 3 SECTION 


fflkWLaW»UOF«l«Uir‘ni 
JUL ^ 197^ 

ra,ETm 


FROH HpMPHIS (66-2183) ✓ v 

^ SURREPTHIOUS EHTR IES 

RE bureau NITa, jaY 23,^1976. 

REVIEW HAS BEEN COHaETEO'^ OF SECURHY, CRIHINa, AND 
EXTREHIST SYHBOL NUHBER INFORHANT INDEXES FOR THE PERIOD 
1960 TO PRESENT. THERE ARE NO SYMBOL NUMBER INFORMANTS IN 
THESE INDEXES WHICH CANNOT BE IDENTIFIED AS LIVE INFORMANTS, 
III TECHNICa SURVEILLANCES, MICROPHONE SURVEILLANCES, TRASH OR 
HAa COVER. THERE ARE NO SYMBOL NUMBERS ASSIGNED TO "HIGaY 
CONFIDENTIAL SOURCES' AND/OR "ANONYMOUS SOURCES*. 


BAS FBIHQ 


® SEP 2 1976 


6 SEP 15 1976 


FOXIM. BUREAU OF MVESTIGAriOII 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 
JUL2V'^ 


N) 007 MI CODED 


6:20PH HIEL 7/27/7fi KMV 


TEl£rm 


TO I DIRECTOR t^6-8160) Ali - 

reOM. mWLMVfV IS imCLASSlFIEI) EXCEPT 

FROMi MILWAUKEE (06-2236) BHERE SHOWlf OIHHWISE. ^ 

ATTEHTIOMy^IHrELLIGERCE DIVISION, IS-3 SECTION 

JUNEj^URREPTITIOUS ENTRIES! BUDEDi JULY 29, 1976, 


RE BUREAU NITEL TO ALL OFFICES JULY 23, 19 
MILWAUKEE DIVISION HAS CONDUCTED A THOROUGH SEARCH OF 
ALL SYMBOL NUMBER INDEXES, SECURITY, CRIMINAL, AND EXTREMIST 
FOR THE PERIOD 1960 TO THE PRESENT. ALL CRIMINAL SYMBOL 
NUMBER INDEXES NEGATIVE CONCERNING REQUESTED INFO IN RE 
NITEL. EXTREMIST INDEXES NEGATIVE CONCERNING 
REQUESTED IN RE NITEL. 

A REVIEW OF SECURITY SYMBOL NUMBER INDEXES REFLECT THE 
FOLLOWING NUMBERS WHICH MAY FOLLOW WITHIN THE CATEGORIES 


IDEKTIFIED IN RE TaETYPE 


[|] 



HI 6S-2236 




A CHECK OF 66-1622 REFtECTS THAT ALL SERIALS HERE 


DESTROYED WITH THE EXCEPTION OF BUREAU LETTER DATED SEPTEMBER 


13, 1974, CAPTIONED "RECORDS MANAGEMENT." 


THIS CARD contains THE NOTATION "ANONYMOUS 


SOURCE, SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY, 150 EAST JUNEAU AVENUE, 


MILWAUKEE" IDENTIFYING FILE NUMBER 100-7313. 


INFO MADE AVAILABLE BY THIS SOURCE IN 1965 WAS FURNISHED 


TO THE BUREAU IN MILWAUKEE AIRTEL DATED MAY 26, 1976, AND 


MILWAUKEE LETTER AND LHM DATED MAY 19, 1976, UNDER CAPTION 


"SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY, ET AL , VERSUS ATTORNEY GENERAL, 


El AL, (U.S. DISTRICT COURT, SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK), 


CIVIL ACTION NUMBER 73, CIV 3160 <TGP>. 


EM) PAGE TWO 






- 5 ^ 





- MMH. dUXtMU Uf 

(mMMlWWnUSSECnBW 
JUL 2 7 B76 

TELEfffe 


NR 007 K) CODE 

723 PN NITEL JULY 27, 1976 TEB 

TO DIRECTOR 66-8160 

FROM MOBILE r^6-l 198 RUC 

ATTN I INTELLIGENCE DIVISION, IS-3 SECTION 

^SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES > BUDED j JULY 29, 1976. 

/VW 





RE BUNITEL TO ALL OFFICES JULY 23, 1971 
MOBILE SYieOL NUMBER INDEX REVIEWED AND NO SYWOL NUMBERS 
POSSIBLY assigned TO SURREPTITIOUS ENTRIES WERE FOUND, 

END 
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SLR FBIHQ 
TU AND CLR 
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FEDBiNl BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

JUL 2 < 1976 

TEtl^ifPE 

- - NR 001 NH ENCODE 
2«09PM NITEL JULY 27, 1976 DAS 


0 


TO I 


DIRECTOR, FBI (6fi-81fi0) 


Assoc. Dir. 
Dep.-A.D.-Adm_ 

Dgp-AD.TwT. 

Asst Dir.: 

Adm. Scrr. 

Ext. Affairs ^ 

Fin. A Pen 

Gen. Inv. _ — 
Ident - 

Inspectioii 

Inteil. 

Laboratory - 
liegal Cons. - 
Plan. & EvaL _ 
Rec. Mgmt 

Spec. Iny. 

Training 

Telephone Rm. . 

ATTENTION I INTELLEGENCE DIVISIO(l^ 


IS 3 SECTION 


FROHt 
JUNE" 
RE t 


Sac, new haven («G-2230) 






ALL IRFOmON COfiTAINED 

^RREPTITIOUS ENTRIES ! HEREIN !S L'HCLsSSlFIED 

^'’bUDEO JULY 29, 197S~ 

A SEARCH OF NEW HAVEN OFFICE SYMBOL NU«ER INDICES 
(SECURITY, CRIMINAL EXTREMIST) FOR THE PERIOD 19S0 
TO THE PRESENT REVEALED NONE THAT COULD NOT BE POSITIVELY 
IDENTIFIED AS LIVE INFORMANTS, TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCES, 

MICROPHONE SURVEILLANCES, OR TRASH OR HAIL COVERAGE, VITH 
THE EXCEPTION OF THE FOLLOWING SYMBOL NUMBERS ASSIGNED TO 
OUOTE anonymous SOURCES END 







NR MS NO CODE 
PM NITEL 7-27-76 DKT 


cmiwniw'iiisgB!^ 

/ JUL27^lW 

ToilYPE 


DIRECTOR, re I <66-8160) 

attentions intelligence DIVISION, IS-3 SECTION 


FROM I SAC, NEW ORLEANS <62-446]) 


SURREPI TITIOUS ENTRIES ; BUDED JULY 29, l976. ' 

RE BUREAU NITEL 7/23/76!^^^'^'^ 

NEW ORLEANS INFORMANT SYIQOL NUMBER INDEXES <SECURITY, 
criminal, EXTREMIST) HAVE BEEN SEARCHED FOR THE PERIOD I960 TO 
PRESENT, all SY«0L NUMBERS HAVE BEEN POSTIVELY IDENTIFIED 
AS LIVE INFORMANTS, TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCES, MICROPHONE SURVEI- /jL 

LLaNCES, or TRaSH or mail coverage, there are no NUWERS WHICH 

COULD NOT BE POSITIVELY IDENTIFIED AS ONE OF THE AFOREMENTIONED. 

END 


SLR aCK for Two TELS FBIHQ 


3 SEP 2 1976 


RLL railJEO . 

W .’SpWCR-n/cQjt- U'lH 

i 

n 

SEP 1 5 1976 






j. I 


coMiMiicRnais 

TELEIYPE 


A«»c. Dir. 
D«p.-A.D.-. 
(D«p:-AJ).>IiiT. 
AmbL Dir.: 
'AdnL Serr. _ 
Ext Affair* 
Fin. A PenL_ 
G«o. Inv. 


NR 007 OH CODE 

/ 

4«5lPH N1TEL.7/S7/76 DKF 

/ 

FROHi OHAHA (66-50S4) 

/ ^ 

aTTENTIOKI ir- 3 SECTION. 

5;^ 

JUNE 

^SoRREP^flOUS ENTRIES* BUDEDi JULY 29, 1976. 


Legml ConxL -- 
Finn, ft EnL . 
B««. Hgmt — 
Spec. Inx. - ■ ■ — 
Trminizig -- 

Telephone Ba. _ 
PirectoT Se^y _ 




V 


m 


RE»URE^U NITEL to ALL SACS, JULY 2^^ 1976'. 

search of ohaha office inforhant syhbol number indexes 

FOR PERIOD i960 TO PRESENT REVEALED NO SYIVOL NUMBERS ASSIGNED 

TO Surreptitious entries. 

ST 109 
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